Environmental Impacts of Operation

(Ictalurus punctatus), 1.35 percent; white bass, 5.56 percent; yellow bass, 11.72 percent; green
sunfish (Lepomis cyanellus), 3.49 percent; bluegill (L. macrochirus), 0.04 percent; redear
sunfish (Lepomis microlophus) 0.21 percent; and freshwater drum, 3.32 percent (TVA 1978a).
The estimated number of fish that occur in Wheeler Reservoir was based on densities of fish
collected in three coves. The coves are located in Second Creek near the Wheeler Dam

(1.1 ha [2.7 ac] in area and 1.8 m [5.9 ft] deep), a cove at Lawrence County Park (1.4 ha

[3.5 ac] in area and 1.3 m [4.3 ft] deep), and a cove on Elk River (0.6 ha [1.5 ac] in area and 1.4
m deep [4.6 ft]) (TVA 1978b).

No major or significant spawning areas, nursery grounds, feeding areas, wintering areas, or
migration routes are located near BFN that would result in an increased potential for :
impingement (Baxter and Buchanan 1998; TVA 2003b). The intake channel at BFN is 150 m
(492 ft), long from the skimmer wall to the pumping station. At normal maximum pool, the
water depth along a 6.1-m (20.0-ft)-wide area in the middle of the intake channel is 10.1 m
(33.1 ft). From there the sides of the channel slope at a 3-to-1 ratio. Directly in front of the
pumping station the bottom slopes down an additional 1.5 m (4.9 ft) to the bottom of the intake
opening, resulting in a maximum depth of 11.6 m (38.1 {t) at the intake screen at normal
maximum pool (TVA 1978a). Fish have free access to the intake channel and can reside within
this area without necessarily succumbing to impingement.

During original operations, the intake screens were cleaned either on a regular basis (e.g., at
shift changes or daily) or when a pressure differential value is exceeded across the screens due
to fouling. The often long impingement time, in addition to exposure to high-pressure spray
system during the cleaning process, essentially resulted in a 100 percent mortality of impinged
fish (TVA 1978a). The intake screens are now continuously backwashed as they are rotated,
resulting in impingement losses of less than 100 percent. However, the survival rate has not
been determined.

The paddlefish (Polyodon spathula) is the only State-listed fish species that has been collected
in impingement samples (TVA 1978a). An estimated 168 specimens were collected between
March 1974 and March 1975; 15 between March 1975 and March 1976; and 14 specimens
between September 1976 and August 1977. They comprised less than 0.01 percent of the
number of fish impinged in those years (TVA 1978a).

During the course of preparing this supplemental environmental impact statement (SEIS), the
staff considered mitigation measures for the continued operation of BFN. Based on the
assessment, the staff expects that the measures in place at BFN (e.g., shoreline intake, escape
passages, and a fish return system) provide mitigation for impacts related to impingement, and
no new mitigation measures are warranted. There have been no measurable changes to the
fish community of Wheeler Reservoir related to the BFN, and no indications that impingement
has had a destabilizing impact on fish populations (TVA 2003b). The direct and indirect effects
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associated W|th the modrflcatlon of the Tennessee River through creation of reservoirs has had

the greatest influence on frsh populations (see Sectlon 2.2.5). L L |
R ¢

The staff reviewed the ‘available information in the TVA ER (TVA 2003b) other BFN documents |

related to the FWPCA 316(b) permitting process,-and TVA's Vital Signs Monitoring Program ’

evaluations and other documents related to the fish community of Wheeler Reservoir. Based

on the results of past impingement studies and the operating history of BFN intake structure

the staff concludes that the potential impacts of impingement of fish and shellfish are SMALL

and it is not likely that further mitigation will be warranted. Nevertheless, the TVA will evaluate |

the levels of impingement by monitoring under current two-unit operation and followrng the '

return of three-unit operation at 120 percent power level, which will increase intake flow rates by |

approximately 11 percent over those of past three-unit operation (TVA 2003b). Modehng ,

techniques are currently being refined, which will allow more realistic analysis of the effects of _

impingement and allow extrapolation of impingement losses to production foregone for forage -

fish. These techniques or similar modeling techniques will be employed to analyze future ) [

impingement data from BFN to better quantify long-term, far-field effects of impingement to the

reservoir fish communrty (TVA'2003b). TVA's Vital Signs Monitoring Program would also.

continue to-assess aquatic communities in Wheeler Reservoir.- If it is determrned that mcreased

impingement is resulting in unacceptable environmental impacts, TVA would assess :

technologies, operational measures, and restoration measures that could be undertaken to

remedy the impacts, and institute appropriate mitigation measures in consultation with . .

appropnate Federal and State of Alabama agencres (TVA 2003b). '

4.1.4 Heat Shock

For plants with once—through cooling systems “the effects of heat shock are Ilsted as a.
Category 2 issue and require plant-specific evaluation before license renewal. The staff made
impacts on fish and shellfish resources resulting from heat shock a Category 2 issue because

of continuing concerns about thermal-discharge ‘effects and the possible need to modify thermal
discharges in the future in response to changing environmental conditions (NRC 1996). -
Information to be considered includes (1) the type of cooling system (whether once-through or
cooling pond) and (2) evidence of a FWPCA Section 316(a) variance or equivalent State . |
documentation. To perform this evaluation, the staff reviewed the TVA ER and other TVA
environmentally related documents, visited the BFN site, reviewed the facility’s thermal |, - . |
variance monitoring and 316(a) studies, and reviewed the applicant’s State of Alabama NPDES
Permit No. AL0022080, which was issued on December 29, 2000, became effective on

February 1, 2001, and will remain in force untll January 31, 2006 (ADEM 2000)

BFN has a once-through heat dlssrpatlon system -Water is discharged back to the river

through submerged diffusers located on the river bottom and oriented perpendicular to the river
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flow. The diffusers for each unit have 7800 5-cm (2-in.)-diameter ports located on the
downstream-facing portion of the diffuser pipe and angled to force the heated effluent up into
the water column (TVA 2003a). BFN also currently has five mechanical draft cooling towers,
with a sixth to be added, which can be operated to assist in heat dissipation (helper mode)
primarily during summer (July and August) hot-weather periods (TVA 2003b). BFN has been
able to operate at full power infthe open-cycle mode while still meeting state water temperature
standards under most river flow and temperature conditions. Under the original three-unit
operation at 100 percent power levels, BFN used river water at the rate of 124.9 m%s (1.98
million gpm) and condenser cooling water was warmed a maximum of 13.9°C (25°F) above
ambient temperature before being discharged to the river (Buchanan 1990). Under three-unit
operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t), BFN would use river water at the
rate of 139 m¥s (2.20 million gpm) (an 11 percent increase). The maximum temperature
increases above ambient temperature would be 15.9°C (28.7°F) under open mode for each
unit's diffuser. Under helper mode, the diffuser discharge temperature would be 10.7°C
(19.3°F) above ambient temperature for Unit 1 and 3.8°C (6.8°F) above ambient temperature
for both Units 2 and 3 (Hopping 2004).

Based on resuits of a supplemental 316(a) demonstration for alternative thermal discharge
limits for BFN (TVA 1983}, the thermal limitations that have been in place for BFN since 1984
are a maximum 1-hour average of 33.9°C (93°F), a maximum 24-hour average of 32.2°C
(90°F), and a maximum 24-hour average temperature increase of 5.6°C (10°F) over ambient
conditions. This varies from the more stringent thermal criteria established in 1972 of a
maximum temperature at the edge of the mixing zone of 30°C (86°F) and a maximum
temperature increase of 2.8°C (5°F) (TVA 1983). These limitations are applied at the edges of
a mixing zone with the following dimensions: (1) a maximum length of 730 m (2400 ft)
downstream of the diffusers, (2) a maximum width of 600 m (2000 ft), and (3) a maximum
length of 46 m (150 ft) upstream of the diffusers to the top of the diffuser pipes and extends to
the bottom downstream of the diffusers (TVA 2003b). Annual ambient maximum temperatures
in Wheeler Reservoir rarely exceed 31.7°C (89°F) in the main channel, but often exceed this
temperature in the shallow areas of embayments and coves (TVA 2002). If the upstream 24-
hour temperature exceeds 32.2°C (90°F), the 24-hour downstream temperature may equal, but
not exceed, the upstream value. This type of operation is acceptable until the 1-hour average
limit of 33.9°C (93°F) is obtained (TVA 2003b).

The BFN discharge diffusers are located such that fish would not become entrapped in areas of
elevated temperatures. Acute thermal impacts to aquatic organisms (e.g., immediate death or
disability) are unlikely (TVA 2003b). However, farval fish that pass through the mixing zone
may be stunned by exposure to elevated temperatures, making them more susceptible to
predation (TVA 1972). No heat-related fish kills have been reported for BFN. Thermal
discharges related to the operation of BFN affect a relatively small area of Wheeler Reservoir.
The required thermal mixing zone does not exceed a surface area of 47.3 ha (117 ac). Thisis
less than 0.2 percent of the surface area of Wheeler Reservoir.
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Maximum temperatures at the edge of the thermal mixing zone do not exceed the upper .
thermal limits for species such as bluegill; black crappie (Pomoxis nigromaculatus); white : ..
crappie; largemouth (Micropterus salmoides), and smallmouth (M. dolomieu) bass; channel
catfish; and golden shiner (Notemigonus crysoleucas) (TVA 2002). For example, the upper
temperature avoided by fish acclimated to 30°C (86°F) were 35°C (95°F) for spotfin shiner
(Cyprinella spiloptera), 35°C (95°F) for bluegill, 33°C (91.4°F) for green sunfish, 33°C (91 4°F)
for smallmouth bass, 34.0°C (93.2°F) for spotted bass (Micropterus punctulatus), and 35°C .
(93.2°F) for channel catfish (Cherry et al. 1975). :However, the thermal tolerance of some .
species such as yellow perch (Perca flavescens), white sucker (Catostomus commersoni), -
walleye (Stizostedion vitreum), sauger, and emerald shiner (Notropis atherinoides) could be .
exceeded during annual extreme water temperatures (TVA 2002). Nevertheless, species such :
as sauger are reported to disperse throughout the reservoir and are not lound in the vncmlty of
the BFN dunng extreme ambient water temperatures (Baxter and Buchanan 1998)...

Although lndrvrdual fish may occasionally be found in thermal effluents at lethal temperatures
populations'as a whole avoid such conditions (Talmage and Opresko 1981). The thermal
preference for relatively large numbers of species common to Wheeler Reservoir (e.g., shad
bass, crappie, sunfish, freshwater drum, and some minnows) have been foundtobe inthe. . -
range of 28 to 32°C (82.4 to 89.6°F); while some fish such as gar, carp, catfish, and mrnnows
have been observed in thermal effluents in summer that range from 32 to 36°C (89.6 to 96. 8°F)
(Talmage and Opresko 1981). Young fish generally have a higher thermal preference. and
greater tolerance to elevated temperatures than older fish (Talmage and Opresko 1981).
Therefore, although younger fish may not be as capable of avoiding the thermal plume as older
fish, they may not expenence thermal shock dunng passage through the plume -
Thermal releases from BFN have not had a srgnmcant |mpact on the aquatrc commumty of
Wheeler Reservoir (TVA 1983; Baxter and Buchanan 1998; Buchanan 1990; Lowery and A
Poppe 1992).- From 1985 through 1992, a biological monitoring program was conducted to
evaluate the effects of thermal discharges from BFN on phytoplankton and on total standlng _
stocks and selected fish species in Wheeler-Reservoir. . Algal surveys were conducted in 1989
(during plant shutdown) and in 1991 (during plant operation). The only consistent observatron
was that the planktonic community varied on a daily basis regardless of location and habitat
type. There was no indication that operation.of BFN, even with the revised thermal limits, had -
influenced the phytoplankton community in Wheeler Reservoir (Lowery and Poppe 1992).
Special attention was focused on sauger.and yellow perch for BFN thermal variance studies
because these cool water species would be more susceptible to elevated ‘water temperatures .
than would most of the warmwater fish-species that occur in the reservorr Survey results '
indicated that BFN had no adverse impact on the reproductlve success of either species nor on
the movement of sauger past BFN (Baxter and Buchanan 1998). The tailwaters of Guntersville
Dam are the primary spawning location for sauger in Wheeler Reservoir (Buchanan 1990) and
therefore, are not influenced by thermal discharges from BFN. Overfishing for sauger in
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Wheeler Reservoir and drought conditions (e.g., low flows and decreased turbidity) in the
Tennessee Valley from 1985 through 1988 had adverse impacts on sauger spawning success
(Maceina et al. 1998; Baxter and Buchanan 1998).

Currently, TVA operates cooling towers at BFN only when the water temperature of discharges
approaches and presents the potential for exceeding the NPDES thermal limit. When this
situation occurs, not all cooling towers are necessarily placed in service. To maximize the net
generation of the plant, only those towers necessary to keep the water temperature below the
thermal limits are operated. Thus, as long as derating is part of the operational strategy for
maintaining the NPDES limits, there is no significant difference in the hottest average thermal
discharge for any of the cooling tower options. Additionally, TVA is working toward improving
its methods of predicting water temperatures in Wheeler Reservoir and optimizing the operation
of the cooling system provided at BFN. Computer simulations indicate that the combination of
using existing cooling towers, the addition of a new cooling tower, and derating the plant, when
necessary, would allow compliance with the current NPDES permit when all three units are
operating at 120 percent of OLTP power (TVA 2003b). In-stream temperatures at the end of
the mixing zone would remain within NPDES-permitted limits; thus, heat shock impacts would
not be expected (TVA 2003b). To maintain temperatures within thermal limitation requirements,
BFN would use its cooling towers, on average, about 5.3 percent of the time, and derating
would be required approximately 0.1 percent of the time when Units 2 and 3 were operating at
120 percent power levels. When all three units were operating at 120 percent power levels, on
average the cooling towers would be required about 7.2 percent of the time, and derating would
occur approximately 0.29 percent of the time (TVA 2003b).

The staff reviewed the available information, including that provided by TVA, the staff’s site visit,
the State of Alabama NPDES permit, the thermal variance monitoring and 316(a) studies, and
other public sources. The staff evaluated the potential impacts to aquatic resources caused by -
heat shock when all three are operating at 120 percent power levels. Discharge temperatures
would remain within the NPDES limits; thus, heat shock impacts are not anticipated

(TVA 2003b). ltis the staff's conclusion that the potential impacts to fish and shellfish due to
heat shock during the license renewal term are SMALL and further mitigation measures are not
warranted.

4.1.5 Microbiological Organisms (Public Health)

The effects of microbiological organisms on human health are listed as a Category 2 issue and
require plant-specific evaluation before license renewal. The average annual flow of Wheeler
Reservoir near the BFN site is 4.16 x 10'® m%yr (1.47 x 102 {t¥/yr), which is less than the

9 x 10" m%yr (3.15 x 10" {t%/yr) threshold value in 10 CFR 51.53(c)(3)(ii)(G) for thermal
discharge to a small river. Thus, the effects of its discharge on microbiological organisms must
be addressed for BFN.
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The Category 2 designation is based on the magnitude of the potential public-health lmpacts .

associated with thermal enhancement of the enteric pathogens Salmonella spp. and

Shigella spp., the bacterium Pseudomonas aeruginos, thermophilic fungi, a number of speCIes

from the Genus Legionella, and pathogenic strains of the free-living amoebae Naeglena spp.
and Acanthamoeba spp. (NRC 1996). The BFN diffuser discharge temperatures would not

exceed 44.4°C (112°F) under three-unit operatlon at 120 percent power level. Because two 2
units can be run at slightly hlgher ambient river, temperatures the maxrmum drffuser dlscharge“ ‘

temperature would be 44.61°C (112, 3°F) wrth jUSt Units 2'and 3 in operatron at 120 percent
power level (Hoppmg 2004) Except under rare, extreme ambient water temperatures the ~
discharge temperatures at the edge of the thermal dlscharge plume would not exceed the

maximum 1-hour average of 33.9°C (93°F) or the'maximum 24-hour average of 32.2°C (90°F).

The annual amblent maximum temperature rn Wheeler Reservoxr seldom exceeds 31 7°C "
(89°F). L -
Thermophlhc mlcroorganlsms can have optrmum growth temperatures of 50°C (122°F) or more
a maximum temperature tolerance of up to 70°C (158°F), and a minimum tolerance of about” "

20°C (68°F) (Deacon 2004). However, thermal preferences and tolerances vary among the
various microorganisms and environmental condmons P. aeruginosa has an optimum -
temperature for growth of 37°C (98 6°F) and can tolerate a temperature as h|gh as 42°C
(107.6°F) (Todar 2002). A water temperature range ‘of 32.210 40.6°C (90 to 105°F) provrde
ideal conditions for Legtonella spp bacterial growth (CDC 2004) Salmonella spp. can thrlve at'*
temperatures between 4.4 to 60°C (40 to 140°F) (Kendall 2003), whereas Acanthamoeba spp ‘
and Naegleria spp. were not found to colonlze hot water systems of 40°C (104°F) or hrgher
(Rohr et al. 1998).

Based on maximum temperatures at the dlffusers .and the edge of the permitted thermal plume
coupled wrth the dllutton provnded by Wheeler Reservorr and the short period of time for water "
to pass through the coolrng system (i. e, 7 to 11 mlnutes with 5 to 9 minutes of this spent |n -
heated water), the thermophlhc mlcroorgamsms are not expected to cause any apprecrable o
publlc health risk (TVA 2003b). The Alabama Department of Public Health (Lofgren 2003)
agreed that there is no srgmflcant threat'to the publlc from thermophllrc mlcroorganrsms o o
attnbutable to operatlon of BFN (see Appendlx E) ol Disinfection of the BFN sewage treatment
plant effluent and NPDES permit requrrements to momtor fecal cohforms in this effluent (ADEM
2000) further reduces the potentlal for the heated drscharge to be a seed source or |noculant
for pathogenic mlcroorgamsms ‘

The staff independently reviewed the TVA ER (TVA 2003b), visited the BEN site, and reviewed
TVA's State of Alabama NPDES Permit AL0022080 (ADEM 2000). Based on its review of this
information, coupled wrth the fact that BFN operatlons and cooling systems are not expected to
change 5|gn|f|cantly over the license renewal term the staff concludes that the potentlal o

BN
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impacts to public health from microbiological organisms resulting from the BFN cooling-water
discharges are SMALL. Therefore, additional mitigation is not warranted.

4.2 Transmission Lines

BFN is connected into the TVA system network by seven 500-kV lines via the 500-kV
switchyard. One line is to the Madison substation; two lines are to the Trinity substation; one
line each is to the West Point, Maury, and Union, MlSSISSIppI substatlons and one line is to the
Limestone 500-kV substation (TVA 2003b). In addition, there are two 161-kV lines, one to the
Athens substation and one to the Trinity substation. All lines occupy portlons of four rights-of-
way: oneto Maury substatlon one to the Trinity substation, one to the Athens substation, and -
one to the Union, Mississippi, ‘substatlon There are portions of transmission lines within these
rights-of-way that were not constructed specifically to connect BFN to the TVA power system.
However, for the sake of simplicity and a comprehensive analysis, the entire right-of-way is
included in this assessment. The 260 km (160 mi) of transmlssmn line rights-of-way cross

10 counties in Alabama and Mississippi.

Continued maintenance activities on the transmission line rights-of-way used to connect BFN to
the electric power grid will be required whether or not the proposed action is adopted. The TVA
Transmission and Power Supply-Transmussnon Operations and Maintenance organization
conducts maintenance activities on transmission lines and nghts of-way in the TVA system.
These activities include, but are not restncted to, maintenance of vegetation in each right-of-
way, replacement of poles or towers, installation of lightning arresters and counterpoise, and
upgrading of existing equipment. Regular maintenance activities are conducted on a 3-to-5-
year cycle (Muncy et al. 1999).

Transm:ssron line malntenance activities are reviewed for potential resource issues by
technical specialists in the TVA Regional Natural Hentage and Cultural Resources programs
(Muncy et al. 1999). A 1.6-km (1.0-mi) buffer area is rewewed for the presence of terrestrial
species, while a 16.1-km (10 mi) buffer area is used for aquatlc species (TVA 2003b). The
TVA Regional Natural Heritage program maintains a database of some 27,000-plus occurrence
records for protected plants, animals, caves, National Wetland lnventory wetlands, cultural
resources, and areas of management concern for the entire TVA Power Service Area. TVA
also conducts fieldwork to mventory and protect threatened and endangered species and
environmentally sensitive areas on public lands that it administers. Activities carried out by
project staff members include monitoring species populations, educating the public, and
managing and maintaining habitats (including caves) at TVA-managed sites.

Transmission line rights-of-way are regularly surveyed and video taped from helicopters. Video

tapes can be used to search for sensitivé habitat types before field crews are dispatched.
Access routes and restrictions for maintenance activities are determined based on knowledge
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of the species or resources to be protected.. Areas identified as sensitive are placed in different
classes depending on the nature of the species or resources. In the most restricted areas
(Class 2), vehicles and equipment are restricted from the site when habitat/sensitive resources -
are present, and all vegetation clearing i |s done by hand In Class 1 sensitive areas, hand or -
mechanical clearing and herbicide use for vegetatlon control on transmission line nghts—of-way
is allowed. There is no broadcast application of herbicides in Class 1 sensitive areas.

Herbicide application is carefully controlled, and personnel are trained, licensed, and follow
manufacturer’s guidelines, EPA guidance, and State regulations.

The streamside management zone is maintained to slow and spread surface water flow, to trap
and filter suspended particulates before they reach the stream channel, protect stream bank
mtegnty, and protect stream water temperature

Category 1 issues in 10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1 that are ap"plicabl'e”to' '
transmission lines from BFN are listed in Table'4-5.” The staff has not identified any new and -.
significant information during its independent review of the TVA ER, the scoping process the
staff's site visit, consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and the Alabama .
Division of Wildlife and Freshwater Fisheries (ADWFF), or its evaluation of other available
information, ‘such as operation at a combined total | power level of 11,856 MW(t). Therefore, the
staff concludes that there are no impacts related to these issues beyond those discussed in the
GEIS. For all of these issues, the staff concluded in the GEIS that the impacts are SMALL, and
additional plant-specific mitigation measurés are not likely to be sufficiently beneficial to be
warranted. o
A brief description of the staff’s review and GEIS conclusrons as codified in Tab|e B 1, for each
of these issues follows: .

» Power line right-of-way managerment (cutting and herbicide applrcatron) Based on'

information in the GEIS, the Commission found that

The impacts of right- of-way marntenance on wﬂdhfe are expected to be of small
significance at all sites. - o

The staff has not identified any new and srgnlflcant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process 'the staff’s site visit, consultation with the
FWS dnd ADWFF, or its evaluation of other available information, such as operation at
a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t). Therefore, the staff concludes that there
are no impacts of transmission line nghts-of—way maintenance durlng the Ircense
renewal term beyond those dlscussed in the GEIS :

PR Py
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Table 4-5. Category 1 Issues Applicable to the Browns Ferry Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1, 2,
and 3 Transmission Lines During the License Renewal Term

ISSUE—10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1 GEIS Sections -

TERRESTRIAL RESOURCES

Power line right-of-way management (cutting and herbicide application) 4.5.6.1
Bird collisions with power lines - - 45.6.2
Impacts of electromagnetic fields on flora and fauna (plants, agricultural crops, 4.5.6.3
honeybees, wildlife, livestock)

Floodplains and wetlands on power line right-of-way 457

AIR QUALITY
Air-quality effects of transmission lines 452
LLAND USE

Onsite land use 453
Power line right-of-ways 453

« Bird collisions with power lines. Based on information in the GEIS, the Commission
found that

Impacts are expected to be of small significance at all sites.

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, consultation with the
FWS and ADWFF, or its evaluation of other available information, such as operation at
a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t). Therefore, the staff concludes that there
are no impacts of bird collisions with power lines during the license renewal term beyond
those discussed in the GEIS.

+ [Impacts of electromagnetic fields on flora and fauna (plants, aqricultural crops,
honeybees, wildlife, livestock). Based on information in the GEIS, the Commission
found that

No significant impacts of electromagnetic fields on terrestrial flora and fauna
have been identified. Such effects are not expected to be a problem during the
license renewal term.

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent

review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, consultation with the FWS
and ADWFF, or its evaluation of other available information, such as operation at a
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RS EI : - . .
combined total power level of 11 856 MW(t) Therefore the staff concludes that there are
no impacts of electromagnetic fields on flora and fauna dunng the Ircense renewal term
beyond those discussed in the GEIS. » :

» Flood plains and wetlands on power line ruqht-of—wav Based on information in the o
GEIS the Commrssron found that R P S T o

Perrodlc vegetatlon control is necessary in forested wetlands underneath power
lines and can be achieved with minimal damage to the wetland. -No significant

|mpact is expected at any nuclear power plant dunng the lrcense renewal term

.-

S AT
The staff has not identified any new and srgnlfrcant mformatron durmg |ts rndependent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, consultation with the FWS ;
and ADWFF, or its evaluation of other available information, such as operation at a

" combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t). “Therefore, the staff concludes that there are
no impacts of transmission line rights-of-way on flood plains and wetlands during the license
renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.

« Air-quality effects of transmission lines. .Based on information in the GEIS, the
Commission found that . - grmt '

vio Sl L - U

Production of ozone and oxides of nitrogen'is insignificant and does not
contribute measurably to ambient levels of these gases. .. =~ .

The staff has not identified any new and srgnlflcant information during its independent

- review of the TVA ER, the scoping process the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t).
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no air-quality impacts of transmrssron lines .
during the license renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.

-

R N T I A

 Onsite land"use. Based on information in‘the GEIS, the Commission found that. - -

Contes s
Mol

Projected onsite land use changes required during ... the renewal period would

be a small fraction of any nuclear power plant site and would mvolve land that is-

controlled by the applrcant S A - :

SRR ';f;::;lfj o : Co :

The staff has not identified any new and significant mformatlon dunng |ts mdependent
revrew of the TVA ER the scoplng proce_ss the staff’s site visit, or its evaluatron of other-
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no onsite land-use impacts dunng the Ilcense ’
renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.
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+ Power line right-of-way. Based on information in the GEIS, the Commission found that

Ongoing use of power line right of ways would continue with no change in
restrictions. The effects of these restrictions are of small significance.

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t).
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no impacts of power line rights-of-way on land
use during the license renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.

Category 2 and uncategorized issues in 10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1,
that are applicable to transmission lines from BFN are listed in Table 4-6, and are discussed in
Sections 4.2.1 and 4.2.2. '

Table 4-6. Category 2 and Uncategorized Issues Applicable to the Browns Ferry Nuclear Power
Plant, Units 1, 2, and 3 Transmission Lines During the License Renewal Term

10 CFR
ISSUE - 10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, GEIS 51.53(c)(3)(ii) SEIS
Appendix B, Table B-1 Section Subparagraph Section
HUMAN HEALTH
Electromagnetic fields, acute effects (electric 4541 H 4.2.1
shock)
Electromagnetic fields, chronic effects 4542 NA 422

4.2.1 Electromagnetic Fields — Acute Effects

In the GEIS (NRC 1996), the staff found that without a review of the conformance of each
nuclear plant transmission line with National Electrical Safety Code (NESC) (IEEE 1997)
criteria, it was not possible to determine the significance of the electric shock potential.
Evaluation of individual plant transmission lines is necessary because the issue of electric
shock safety was not addressed in the licensing process for some plants. For other plants, land
use in the vicinity of transmission lines may have changed, or power distribution companies
may have chosen to upgrade line voltage. To comply with 10 CFR 51.53(c)(3)(ii)(H), an
applicant must provide an assessment of the potential shock hazard if the transmission lines
that were constructed for the specific purpose of connecting the plant to the transmission
system do not meet the recommendations of the NESC standard of 5 mA for preventing electric
shock from induced currents.
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The BFN site is connected to the TVA power system via seven 500-kV lines and two 161-kV
lines. A study was completed by TVA to evaluate the transmission system against current- .
NESC requirements (IEEE 2002). That study included evaluation of both the vertical clearance
requirements and potential for shock from steady-state current caused by electrostatic effects
for the largest equipment under the lines that could be short-circuited to ground. Drawings for
each transmission line were reviewed and wire elevations were noted for road crossings under .
each line. Two types of roadways that passed under the lines were evaluated: (1) unpaved
roadways where harvesting equipment mrght travel and (2) paved roadways (crty, county, State,
and Federal). The reference vehicles evaluated for electromagnetic field effects includeda -
standard trailer, a cotton harvester, and an automobile. The electromagnetic field calculations’
were made using Version 3.1 of ENVIRO, which is a module of the Electric Power Research
Institute (EPRI) electromagnetic field workstatron Steady-state current calculatlons were then
made using procedures outlined in the EPRI Transmlssron Line Reference Book The staff
reviewed this study by the appllcant and concludes that the maximum steady -state current |s ,
less than the 2002 NESC standard of 5 mA. Therefore the applicant completed the _‘ '
assessment requnred by 10 CFR 51.53. - The, staff concludes that the |mpact of the potentral
shock is SMALL, and additional mltrgatron measures are not warranted.

4.2.2- Electromagnetic Fields — Chronic Effects

i - o :
In the GEIS, the chronic effects of 60-Hz electromagnetic fields from power lines were not
designated as Category 1 or 2, and will not be untll a scientific consensus is reached on the
health implications of these fields. - .
The potentlal for chronic effects from these frelds conttnues to be studied and is not known at
this time. The National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences (NIEHS) directs related
research through the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) A NIEHS report (NIEHS 1999)
contains the following conclusion: . ..., .. sjuo e . . g -
The NIEHS concludes that ELF-EMF [extremely low frequency-electromagnetic field]
exposure cannot be recognized as entirely safe because of weak scientific evidence that
exposure may pose a leukemia hazard. In our opinion, this fmdmg rs insufficientto
warrant aggressive regulatory concern. However because vrrtually everyone in the
regulatory action is warranted such as a continued emphasrs on educatrng both the
public and the regulated community on means aimed at reducing exposures. The '
NIEHS does not believe that other cancers or non-cancer health outcomes provrde .
suffrcrent evrdence of a risk to currently, v warrant concern. - .

Voo
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This statement is not sufficient to cause the staff to change its position with respect to the
chronic effects of electromagnetic fields. The staff considers the GEIS finding of “not
applicable” still appropriate and will continue to follow developments on this issue.

4.3 Radiological lmpécts of Normal Operations

Category 1 issues in 10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1, that are applicable to
BFN in regard to radiological impacts are listed in Table 4-7. TVA stated in its ER (TVA 2003b)
that it is not aware of any new and significant information associated with renewal of the BFN
operating licenses (OLs).

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent review of
the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff's site visit, or its evaluation of other available
information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t). Therefore, the
staff concludes that there are no impacts related to these issues beyond those discussed in the
GEIS. For these issues, the staff concluded in the GEIS that the impacts are SMALL, and
additional plant-specific mitigation measures are not likely to be sufficiently beneficial to be
warranted.

Table 4-7. Category 1 Issues Applicable to Radiological Impacts of Normal Operations
During the License Renewal Term

ISSUE—10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1 GEIS Sections
HUMAN HEALTH

Radiation exposures to public (license renewal term) 46.2

Occupational radiation exposures (license renewal term) 4.6.3

A brief description of the staff’s review and the GEIS conclusions, as codified in Table B-1, for
each of these issues follows:

+ Radiation exposures to public (license renewal term). Based on information in the
GEIS, the Commission found that

Radiation doses to the public will continue at current levels associated with
normal operations.

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent

review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t).
Any increases in radioactive effluents associated with plant operation at a combined total
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_ power level of 11,856 MW(t) for an addltronal 20 years would result in radlatlon doses to the
- public that would remain well within regulatory limits. - These doses aré not expected to
result in health |mpacts to individuals or ‘populations near the plant. Therefore, the staff
concludes that there are no impacts of radiation exposures to the public during the llcense
" renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.
» QOccupational radiation exposures (license renewal term) Based on rnformatron rn the o
GEIS, the Commrssron found that

Projected maximum occupational doses during the license renewal term are
within the range of doses expernenced during normal operations and normal
maintenance outages, and would be well below regulatory limits. -

The staff has not identified any new and srgmfrcant information during its mdependent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t).
Additional staff will be required to operate BFN at a combined total power Ievel of
11,856 MW (t); however, the doses to individual plant workers would remain within~
regulatory limits. Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no impacts of occupational
radiation exposures durrng the llcense renewal term beyond those drscussed in the GEIS

There are no Category 2 issues related to radrologrcal rmpacts of routrne operatlons

4.4 Socioeconomic Impacts of Plant Operations During the
License Renewal Term N

Category 1 issues in 10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1, that are applicable to
socioeconomic impacts during the license renewal term are listed in Table 4-8. In its ER

(TVA 2003b), TVA stated that it is not aware of any new and significant information associated
with the license renewal of the BFN OLs. .The staff has not identified any new and significant
information during its mdependent revnew of the ER, the scoping process the staff s site visit, or
its evaluation of other avallable mformatron such as operatlon at a combrned total power Ievel
of 11,856 MW(t)

e
Tt Tt

Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no impacts related to these issués beyond those
discussed in the GEIS (NRC 1996). For these issues, the staff concluded in the GEIS that the
impacts are SMALL, and additional plant specrflc mitigation measures are ot hkely to be -
sufficiently beneficial to be warranted.
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Table 4-8. Category 1 Issues Applicable to Socioeconomics During the License Renewal Term

ISSUE—10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1 GEIS Section
SOCIOECONOMIC
Public services: public safety, social services, and tourism and recreation 4.7.3;4.7.3.3;
4,7.34;4.7.3.6
Public services: education (license renewal term) 4.7.31
Aesthetic impacts (license renewal term) 4.7.6
Aesthetic impacts of transmission lines (license renewal term) 4.5.8

A brief description of the staff's review and the GEIS conclusions, as codified in Table B-1, for
each of these issues follows:

« Public services — public safety, social services, and tourism and recreation. Based on
information in the GEIS, the Commission found that

Impacts to public safety, social services, and tourism and recreation are
expected to be of small significance at all sites.

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff's site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW (t).
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no impacts on public safety, social services,
and tourism and recreation during the license renewal term beyond those discussed in the
GEIS. '

» Public services — education (license renewal term). Based on information in the GEIS,
the Commission found that

Only impacts of small significance are expected.

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t).
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no impacts on education during the license
renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.

« Aesthetic impacts (license renewal term). Based on information in the GEIS, the
Commission found that

No significant impacts are expected during the license renewal term.
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The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t).
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no aesthetic |mpacts durmg the license
renewal term beyond those dlscussed in the GEIS ' :

REANIIEN £

« ‘Aesthetic impacts of transmission lines’ (hcense renewal teg Based on mformatron in
the GEIS the Comm|ssron found that A S

B
. H

No significant impacts are expected durrng the license renewal term.

The staff has not identified any new arid”significant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process -the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other .
available information, such as operation ata ‘combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t)
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are 'no aesthetic impacts of transmission lines ~ ;"
during the license renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS. -

Table 4-9 lists the Category 2 socioeconomic issues that require plant-specific analysis and -
environmental justice, which was not addressed |n the GEIS These issues are discussed in .
Sectuons 441 through 4.4.6. ' ok : =
Table 4-9 Environmental Justice and GEIS Category 2 Issues Appllcable to Socroeconomrcs

Dunng the chense Renewal Term - RS :

ISSUE—10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, 10 CFR 51.53(c)(3)(ii)

Appendix B, Table B-1 - GEIS Section Subparagraph SEIS Section

. R " 'SOCIOECONOMIC : - IR
Housing impacts ~- LR b T sty 47,0 | 1441
Public services: ‘public utilities re 1N 4.7.35 S 442 .
Offsite land use (license renewalterm) ' © - i1 4,474 . Sl L, 443 .-
Public services: transportation - . .l 2012 4.7.3.2 onede o - 444
Historic and archaeological resources 4.77 K - 445 . .
Environmental justice®® Not addressed Not addressed 446 °

(a) Guidance related to environmental justice was not in place at the time the GEIS and the associated revision to.
10 CFR Part 51 were prepared. Therefore, envrronmental justlce must be addressed in the hcensee s ER and -
the staff's envrronmental lmpact statemen iEIS) -

_, . [P TINSR I PR SELE T, PR N S R R PR

4.4.1 ‘Housing Impacts T e

L.
SOt et

PR

Impacts on housing are considered SMALL when a small or not easily discernible change in
housing avallablhty occurs Impacts are consrdered MODERATE when there is dlscernlble but
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short-lived reduction in available housing units because of project-induced migration. Impacts
are considered LARGE when project-related housing demands result in very limited housing
availability and would increase rental rates and housing values well above normal inflation
(NRC 1996).

In determining housing impacts, TVA chose to follow Appendix C of the GEIS (NRC 1996),
which presents a population characterization method that is based on two factors, “sparseness’
and “proximity.” Sparseness measures population density within 32 km (20 mi) of the site, and
proximity measures population density and city size within 80 km (50 mi). Each factor has
categories of density and size (NRC 1996, Table C.1), and a matrix is used to rank the
population category as low, medium, or high (NRC 1996, Figure C.1).

In 2000, the population living within 32 km (20 mi) of BFN was estimated to be approximately
164,936 (TVA 2003b). This total converts to a population density of about 52 persons/km?
(136 persons/mi?) living within a 32-km (20-mi) radius of BFN. This concentration falls into the
GEIS sparseness Category 4 (i.e., having greater than or equal to 46 persons/km?

[120 persons/mi?)).

An estimated 872,478 people live within 80 km (50 mi) of the BFN site (TVA 2003b), equating
to a population density of around 43 persons/km? (112 persons/mi®). In addition, the City of
Huntsville, which has a population of 158,216, is located about 48 km (30 miles) to the east of
the site (TVA 2003b). Applying the GEIS proximity measures (NRC 1996), BFN is classified as
Category 3 (i.e., having one or more cities with 100,000 or more persons and less than

73 persons/km? [190 persons/mi?] within 80 km [50 mi] of the site). According to the GEIS,
these sparseness and proximity scores identify the BFN nuclear units as being located in a
high-population area.

10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1, states that impacts on housing availability
are expected to be of SMALL significance at plants located in a high-population area where
growth-control measures are not in effect. The BFN site is located in a high-population area.
There are no restrictive growth-control measures that would limit housing development in
Limestone County or any of its neighboring counties (Lawrence, Lauderdale, Madison, or
Morgan Counties) (TVA 2003b).

SMALL impacts result when no discernible change in housing availability occurs, changes in
rental rates and housing values are similar to those occurring statewide, and no housing
construction or conversion is required to meet new demand (NRC 1996). The GEIS assumes
that an additional staff of 60 permanent per-unit workers might be needed during the license
renewal term to perform routine maintenance and other activities.

TVA plans no refurbishmeht activities as part of the license renewal process; therefore,
employment will not change significantly in the area as a result of the license renewal of the
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plant. Activities related to the replacement of a cooling tower are outside the scope of license
renewal because they are related to current operatlons and the restart of Umt 1

The staff reviewed the available information relatlve to housing impacts and TVA's conclusmns
Based on this review, including interviews with local real estate agents, the staff concludes that "
the impact on housing during the license renewal term would be SMALL and addrtlonal

mitigation is not warranted. BEREES
4.4.2 Public Services: Public Utilties ~'**

Impacts on publlc utlllty services are consrdered SMALL if there i is little or no change inthe
ability of the system to respond to the level of demand, and thus there is no need to add capltal |
facilities. Impacts are considered MODERATE if overtaxmg of service capabilities occurs

during periods of peak demand. lmpacts are consndered LARGE if existing levels of service”

(e.g., water or sewer services) are substantlally degraded and additional capacity is needed to
meet ongoing demands for services. The GEIS mdncates that, in the absence of new and
significant rnformatlon to ‘the contrary, the only |mpacts on public utilities that could be SR
srgnlflcant are |mpacts on public water supplles (NRC 1996). o e T

Analysis of impacts on the public water supply system consldered‘both‘ plant demand and plant-
actual use of water. TVA plans no refurblshment actlvmes at BFN so plant demand would not [
change beyond current demands (TVA 2004a) » . : :

For the sake of evaluatlon the staff uses the employment prolectlons for Unit 1 ‘operation

(150 new ]ObS) and an overall populatlon mcrease of approxrmately 374 as a result of those
jObS @ The plant-related populatlon mcrease would require an additional 72 to 102 m¥d -

(0. 01910 0.027 MGD) of water. Th|s amount is wrthln the total residual capacrty of the water o
treatment plants servrng BFN (Table 2-9).: Thus the staff concludes that the tmpact of -
increased water use resulting from the potentral mcrease in employment is SMALL and '
mutlgatron lS not warranted T ’ '

4.4.3 Offsite Land Use

Offsite land use during the llcense renewal term |s a Category 2 |ssue . Table B-1 of 10 CFR
Part 51, Subpart A, Appendnx B, notes that “srgnmcant changes in Iand us{e may be assocrated
with population and tax revenue changes resultlng trom Ilcense renewal o

(a) Calculated by assuming that thé average number of persons per household is 2.49 in the state of
Alabama (150 jobs x 2.49 = 373.5) (USCB 2000). |
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Section 4.7.4 of the GEIS defines the magnitude of land-use changes as a result of plant
operation during the license renewal term as follows:

SMALL - Little new developmeht and minimal changes to an area’s land-use pattern
MODERATE - Considerable new development and some changes to the land-use pattern
LARGE - Large-scale new development and major changes in the land-use pattern.

The current OLs for Units 1, 2, and 3 expire in 2013, 2014, and 2016, respectively. Unit1is .
currently not operating; however, TVA projects that operation will resume in 2007 (TVA 2003b).
When Unit 1 resumes operation, the total permanent employment at the BFN site is expected to
increase by 150 workers (TVA 2003b). TVA determined that no additional plant workers W|I| be
required during the license renewal term (TVA 2003b). Section 3.7.5 of the GEIS states that if
plant-related population growth is less than 5 percent of the study area’s total population, offsite
land use changes would be small, especially if the study area has established patterns of
residential and commercial development, a population density of at least 23 persons/km?

(60 persons/mi?), and at least one urban area with a population of 100,000 or more within

80 km (50 mi). For BFN, there is no expected population growth as a result of renewal of the
three OLs. Consequently, the staff concludes that population changes resulting from license
renewal are likely to result in minimal change to the land-use pattern in the area.

Tax revenue can affect land use because it enables local jurisdictions to be able to provide the
public services (e.g., transportation and utilities) necessary to support development.

Section 4.7.4.1 of the GEIS states that the assessment of tax-driven, land-use impacts during
the license renewal term should consider (1) the size of the plant’s payments relative to the
community’s total revenues, (2) the nature of the community’s existing land-use pattern, and

(3) the extent to which the communlty already has public services in place to support and guide
development. If the plant’s tax payments are projected to be small relative to the commumty s
total revenue, tax-driven, land-use changes during the plant’s license renewal term would be
small, especially where the community has pre-established patterns of development and has
provided adequate public services to support and guide development. Section 4.7.2.1 of the
GEIS states that if tax payments by the plant owner are less than 10 percent of the taxing
jurisdiction’s revenue, the significance level would be small. If the plant’s tax payments are
projected to be medium to large (10 to 20 percent) relative to the community’s total revenue,
new tax-driven, land-use changes would be moderate. This is most likely to be true where the
community has no pre-established patterns of development (i.e., land-use plans or controls) or
has not provided adequate pubhc services to support and guide development in the past,
especially infrastructure that would allow industrial development. If the plant’s tax payments are
projected to be a dominant source of the community’s total revenue, new tax-driven, land-use
changes would be large. This impact would be especially true where the community has no
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pre-established pattern of development or- has not provrded adequate publrc services to support
and gurde development in the past ST : :
TVA makes tax-equrvalent payments to the State of Alabama and local governments in eight
states. These payments are redistributed by the state to the counties that are served by TVA
power.  See Section 2.2. 8.5 for a discussion on the distribution of tax-equivalent payments to -
affected countres A certarn amount of this’ revenue is used for development and infrastructure .
‘within local communltres The portron of revenue |n Limestone County and its subdivisons that
is attributable to TVA payments for BFN is shown in Table 2-12. Itis not expected that the
percentages shown i in Table 2-12 will vary srgnrfrcantly in the future (TVA 2003b). ‘
Consequently, the staff concludes that tax-drrven land-use rmpacts resulting from lrcense
renewal are Irkely to be minimal. Overall changes in land use associated with populatron and
tax revenue changes resulting from renewal ot the BFN OLs are likely to be SMALL. T

‘2 -

4.4.4 Public Services: T’a“SP°’ta.“9jnﬂi:;f‘ E

On October 4, 1999, 10 CFR 51.53(c)(3)(ii)(J) and 10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B
Table B-1, were revised to state that “Public Services: Transportation Impacts During -
Operations” is a Category 2 issue (see NRC 1999 for more discussion of thrs clarrflcatlon) The
issue is treated as such in this SElS o

As noted in Sectlon 228. 2, BFN is approxrmately 16 km (10 mr) southwest of Athens in -
Limestone County and is located just south of U.S. Hrghway 72. Thessite’is drrectly accessible :
from County Road 25. One portion of County Road 25 (Shaw Road) serves as a'primary north-
south corridor in the vicinity of the plant and intersects U.S. Highway 31 approximately 14.4 km
(9 mr) east of the site. Browns Ferry Road, whrch intersects County Road 25 just east of the
site, runs northeast from BFN and provrdes a dlrect route to BFN from Athens. Thelatest -
available 1998 average darly traffrc counts'in proxirnity to BFN indicate approximately
13,440 vehicles per day on U.S. Highway 72 north of the site and 16,260 vehicles perdayon
U.S. Highway 31 south of U.S. Highway 72. There are no available traffic counts on the county
roads; however, TVA estimates approxnmately 1600 vehicles per day on Shaw Road, Browns -
Ferry Road, and Nuclear Plant Road. BFN is’ currently a prrmary source of traffic on these
county roads (TVA 2003b) A R AT . : : SR
A T P
The GEIS assumes that an addrtlonal 60 permanent workers per unit might be needed durmg -
the license renewal term to perform routine maintenance and other activities. This bounding
scenario of 120 additional staff (60 workers each at Units 2 and 3) plus an additional 150 staff
for operation of Unit 1 represents approximately 2 percent of the traffic volume on U.S.
Highways 72 and 31.” The total average daily traffic on Shaw Road, Nuclear PIant Road, and
Browns Ferry Road would increase from approxrmately 1600 to 1870 (assumrng no carpoolrng)
which represents a 17 percent increase in average daily traffic.
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To alleviate peak congestion and degradation of county roads in the vicinity of BFN, TVA
identified specific site mitigation measures to improve the local roadway during peak periods.
These mitigation measures include flexible working hours to reduce peak hours, delayed shift
changes, restrictions for trucks traveling during peak hours, roadway improvements, which
would include lane widening, realignment and lane addition, and repaving (TVA 2003b).

The staff reviewed the available information, including that provided by TVA, the scoping
process, the staff’s site visit, discussions with other agencies, and other public sources. Using
this information, the staff evaluated the potential impacts to transportation service resulting from
operation of BFN. Itis the staff's conclusion that the potential impacts to transportation service
degradation during the license renewal term are SMALL, considering that no additional staff are
expected for renewal refurbishment activities. During the course of preparing this SEIS, the
staff considered mitigation measures for the continued operation of BFN. When continued
operation for an additional 20 years is considered as a whole, all the specific effects on the
environment (whether or not “significant”) were considered. Based on this assessment, the
staff expects that the measures identified by BFN provide mitigation for all impacts related to
transportation, and no new mitigation measures are warranted. ‘

4.4.5 Historic and Archaeological Resources

The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA), as amended, requires Federal
agencies to take into account the effects of their undertakings on historic properties. The
historic preservation review process mandated by Section 106 of NHPA is outlined in
regulations issued by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation at 36 CFR Part 800.
Operation of a nuclear power plant during the license renewal term could affect historic
properties that may be located at the site. Therefore, in accordance with NHPA, NRC must
make a reasonable effort to identify historic properties in the areas of potential effects. If no
historic properties are present or affected, NRC is required to notify the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) before proceeding. If it is determined that historic properties are
present, NRC is required to assess and resolve possible adverse effects of the undertaking.

In 1972, TVA consulted with the Alabama Historical Commission for the construction of BFN as
required by NHPA. In a letter dated March 16, 1972, the Alabama Historical Commission
concluded that in the area of BFN nothing was found that would be adversely affected by the
addition of the plant (AHC 1972). The original construction of the plant required the relocation
of the Cox Cemetery. It was the opinion of the SHPO that the relocation of the cemetery
occurred with considerable care.

In 2002, TVA prepared an SEIS for renewal of the BFN OLs (TVA 2002). In addition to the

SEIS, TVA consulted with the Alabama SHPO regarding renewal of the BFN OLs. On
April 24, 2002, the Alabama SHPO concurred with TVA that the project activities associated
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with license renewal at BFN would have no effect on sngnrflcant cultural resources provrded that
site 1L|535 and the Cox Cemetery were avorded (SHPO 2002). : Lo

The NRC sent a letter to the Alabama SHPO dated March 8, 2004 (NRC 2004b),-and stated _
that in accordance with 36 CFR 800.8, the SEIS would include analyses of potential impacts to
historic and archaeologlcal resources In the context of the NHPA the NRC staff determrned

,,,,,

operatron or by pro;ected refurblshment actrvntres assocrated with the proposed action.

Seventeen Native American Tribes were sent letters on March 23 2004 provrdmg them Wrth an
opportunity to provide input regarding cultural resource issues in the vicinity of BFN and inviting
them to participate in the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) process. Several
Federal and State agencies were contacted to identify tribes that may have a potential interest
in the lands at BFN including the Alabama ‘SHPO, the Advisory Council on Historic

Preservation, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the Alabama Department of Transportatron and the
U.S. Forest Service. "The Tribes contacted were the Poarch Creek Indians, Miccosukee Indlan )
Tribe, Seminole Indian Tribe, Coushatta Indian Tribe, Jena Band of Choctaw Indians, - N
Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians, Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians, Alabama Coushatta ;
Tribe of Texas, Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town, Cherokee Nation of Oklahoma Chlckasaw
Nation, Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma, Kialegee Tribal Town, Muscogee (Creek) Nation, :
Seminole Nation of Oklahoma, Thlopthlocco Tribal Town, and United Keetoowah Band of .
Cherokee Indians. An example of one of the letters sent to the Tribes is mcluded in . o
Appendix E. ' SELI AN : ,

Operation of BFN, as planned under the applrcatron for license renewal, would protect.
undiscovered historic or archaeological resources on the site because the undeveloped natural
landscape and vegetatron would remam undrsturbed and access to the site would remaln
restricted. A S L I - :

TVA operating procedures take |nto account the madvertent drscovery of hlstonc and
archaeological remains at BFN. However, care should be taken during normal operatronal and
maintenance conditions to ensure that historic resources are not inadvertently impacted. These
activities may include not only operation of BFN rtself but also land management-related actlons
such as recreation, wildlife habitat enhancement, and maintaining/upgrading BFN access roads
through the site and on transmission line rights-of-way.

o=t

TVA recently conducted a study to determlne |f changes in'the operatlng polrcres for TVA’
reservoirs would produce greater overall publlc value. TVA prepared a programmat:c ElS for
the Reservoirs Operation Study (TVA 2004b). Consultations with seven SHPOs, rncludrng the .
Alabama Historical Commission, and other consulting parties under the requirements of
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Section 106 of NHPA, have resulted in agreement(s) stipulating the actions TVA will take to
avoid or reduce the adverse effects of the selected alternative on historic properties. The
factors that were analyzed by TVA include shoreline erosion, exposure by elevation
fluctuations, land development, and visual impacts. The agreement(s) developed can be found
in the programmatic EIS for the Reservoirs Operation Study (TVA 2004b).

Based on the staff's archaeological and historic resources analysis and the consultation that
has occurred, TVA's commitment that 1Li535 and the Cox Cemetery will be avoided, and the
fact that operation will continue within the bounds of station operations as evaluated in the final
EIS (TVA 1972), the staff concludes that the potential impacts on historic and archaeological
resources are expected to be SMALL, and mitigation is not warranted.

4.4,6 Environmental Justice

Environmental justice refers to a Federal policy that requires Federal agencies to identify and
address, as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human heaith or environmental
effects of its actions on minority® or low-income populations. The memorandum accompanying
Executive Order 12898 (59 FR 7629) directs Federal executive branch agencies to consider
environmental justice under NEPA. The Commission’s “Policy Statement on the Treatment of
Environmental Justice Matters in NRC Regulatory and Licensing Actions” contains guidance
and information for addressing environmental justice (69 FR 52040). Although the Executive
Order is not mandatory for independent agencies, NRC has voluntarily committed to undertake
environmental justice reviews. Specific guidance is provided in NRC Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation Office Instruction LIC-203, Rev. 1 “Procedural Guidance for Preparing
Environmental Assessments and Considering Environmental Issues” (NRC 2004b).

The staff examined the geographic distribution of minority and low-income populations within
80 km (50 mi) of the BFN site, employing the 2000 census (USCB 2000) for minority and
low-income populations. The populations within an 80-km (50-mi) radius of BFN encompassed
all or parts of 19 counties. The staff supplemented its analysis through the scoping process -
and by field inquiries to county planning departments, social service agencies, and local real
estate agents. '

For purposes of the staff’s review, a minority population is defined to exist if the percentage of
each minority, or aggregated minority category within the census tract or block group®

(@) The NRC Guidance for performing environmental justice reviews defines “minority” as American
Indian or Alaskan Native, Asian or Pacific Islander, Black not of Hispanic Origin, or Hispanic

(NRC 2004b).
(b) A census block group is a combination of census blocks, which are statistical subdivisions of a census

tract. A census block is the smallest geographic entity for which the U.S. Census Bureau (USCB)
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potentially affected by the license renewal of BFN, exceeds the corresponding percentage of
minorities in the entire state by 20 percent, or if the corresponding percentage of minorities’
within the census tract or block group is at least 50 percent. A low-income population is defined
to exist if the percentage of low-income population within a census tract or block group exceeds
the correspondmg percentage of low-income population in the entire state by 20 percent, or if
the corresponding percentage of low-income population within a census tract or block group is
at least 50 percent. - The minority population in the State of Alabama makes up 30 percent of
the population and the low-income population makes up 16 percent of the total population in the
state. The minority population in the State of Tennessee makes up 20 percent of the
population and the low-income population makes up 14 percent of the total populatlon in the
state.

TVA used 2000 census data for identifying minority and low-income populations within the
80-km (50-mi) radius of the BFN site. TVA also followed the convention of employing census
tracts within the 80-km (50-mi) radius of BFN (TVA 2003b), and the staff confirmed these .
results by examining the minority and low-lncome populations by census block group within the
80-km (50-mi) radius of the site. If the census tract or block group minority or low-income '
percentage exceeded the state by 20 percent then the census tract or block group was counted
(TVA 2003b). Using this convention, the 80-km (50-mi) radius includes 74 census block groups
for minority populations and 27 census block groups for low-income populations. Figure 4-1
shows the distribution of minority populations within the 80-km (50-mi) radius. The shaded
areas in Figure 4-1 indicate census block groups where the aggregate percentage of minorities
is at least 20 percentage points above the percentage of minorities in the States of Alabama
and Tennessee or greater than 50 percent.

Minority population concentrations are present in eight counties within the 80-km (50-mi) radius
of the BFN site. Mmonty populations are primarily concentrated in the urban center of
Huntsville. Madison County contains 43 of the 74 block groups containing significant mmonty
populations. The next greatest concentration of minority populations lives in Colbert and .
Morgan counties, which each have six block groups with significant minority populations.
Lauderdale and Lawrence, Alabama each have five minority block groups. Limestone County,
where BFN is located, has four minority block groups. The minority block groups in Morgan
County are predominantly composed of black/African-American concentrations and are within
the 16-km (10-mi) radius evacuation zone of BFN (USCB 2000 CDD 2004).

Se et ie ep cemmmint eas e m cme ae -

'collects and tabulates decenmal census lnformatlon - A census tract is a small, relatively permanent
statistical stibdivision of counties delineated by local committees of census data users in accordance
with USCB guidelines for the purpose of collecting and presenting decennial census data. Census
block groups are subsets of census tracts (USCB 2001).

June 2005 4-43 NUREG-1437, Supplement 21



Environmental Impacts of Operation

B ' ‘ s 14 $ i
A R . , ; -
R el N C 3 /f . :l r_ﬁ:ﬂ‘%’ ;& "
¢ - LS . - PR B v
YA . _ 2 Z3ae Tl tieashall \ o .g\fi\
M T - =~ - .
. H P - { I‘\ ~ o - S et ;__'; 42‘ e
g W9 3 ~ A {’ e cg
N + 5N } " 7 < _Tennessee
! ot i .y . %, Ny e
4 -\3 ] . ~ e >t 15\"' K
4 &\ N LWt il a N 1. D7 "".‘:l’“’
Vs Q' z EXR A - ¥ el N 1 (1:?{." 5
r o ( 2y Licaia N : i" T
! ‘ : £ k A \ bz
) '4 ; $ ‘ \ =
¢ / i : R
AR ]
‘ . 2 vi
LYZ T Ny [ TSI RIS S e e e S 8w 6 i . v ® 8 ) ¥ @ S $ o ¥y — O . .‘_\;. ——— ]
’ 3 W
! E § v,
f * . 2 '\
.»5‘.‘“-’ ‘:\ : el RN
e A% g :

,Z/Z/j Block groups meeting NRC minority criteria

Figure 4-1. Geographic Distribution of Minority Populations (shaded areas) Within 80 km
(50 mi) of Browns Ferry Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1, 2, and 3 Based on
2000 Census Block Group Data
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Data from the 2000 census characterize low-income populations within the 80-km (50-mi)
radius of the BFN site (USCB 2000). Applying the NRC criterion of “more than 20 percent
greater” than the state average or “greater than 50 percent,” the census block groups
containing low-income populations were identified. Figure 4-2 shows the locations of the low-
income populatlons within an 80-km (50-mi) radius of the BFN site. The low-income
populations are concentrated around the urban center of Huntsville, where 11 of the 27 low-
income block groups are found. Lauderdale County has seven additional low-income block
groups, while Colbert County has four block groups. Franklin, Morgan, and Winston counties in
Alabama, and Lawrence and Lincoln counties in Tennessee only have 1 Iow-mcome block
group each. .

With the locations of minority and low-income populations identified, the staff proceeded to
evaluate whether any of the environmental impacts of the proposed action could affect these
populations in a disproportionately high and adverse manner. Based on staff guidance
(NRC 2004b), air, land, and water resources within about 80 km (50 mi) of the BFN site were
examined. Within that area, a few potential environmental impacts could affect human
populanons all of these impacts were cons:dered minimal for the general populatlon

The envnronmental impacts associated with BFN license renewal that could affect human '
populations are discussed in each associated section. The staff found no unusual resource
dependencies or practices such as subsistence agriculture, hunting, or fishing through which
minority and/or low-income populations could be disproportionately highly and adversely
affected. In addition, the staff did not identify any location-dependent disproportionately high
and adverse impacts affecting these minority and low-income populations. The staff concludes
that offsite impacts from BFN to minority and Iow-lncome populations are SMALL, and no °
special mitigation actions are warranted.
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Figure 4-2. Geographic Distribution of Low-Income Populations (shaded areas) Within 80 km
(50 mi) of Browns Ferry Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1, 2, and 3 Based on

2000 Census Block Group Data
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4.5 "Groundwater Use -ahd?Quality' |

The Category 1 issues related to groundwater use conflicts during the license renewal term that
are apphcable to' BFN are dlscussed in the sectron that follows and are llsted in Table 4- 10

Table 4 10 Category 1 lssues Applrcable to Groundwater Use Conflrcts of Browns Ferry
Nuclear Power Plant Umts 1 2 and 3 Dunng the Llcense Flenewal Term

ISSUE 10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1 " GEIS Sections’

. . (FOR POTABLE AND SERVICE WATER PLANTS USING <100 GPM)
Groundwater use conthcts (potable and service water plants that use <100 gpm) .. 48.1.1

o Groundwater use confllcts (potable and-serwce water plants using < 1 00 qpm) Based
on information in the GEIS, the Commission found that

- -Groundwater use conflicts related to potable and service water plants using . .
<100 gpm have not been found to be a problem at operating nuclear-power - - .

. plants and are not expected to be a problem during the license renewal term.
BFN does not withdraw groundwater for potable or service water use. The staff has not
identified any new and significant information during its independent review of the TVA ER, the
scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other available information, such as .- .
operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t). Therefore, the staff concludes that-
there are no impacts of groundwater use conflicts related to potable and service water plants -
using less than 6.3 L/sec (100 gpm) during the license renewal term beyond those discussed in
the GEIS.

The Category 2 issues related to groundwater-use confhots dunng the hcense renewal term that
are applicable to BFN are listed in Table 4 11 and are dlscussed in Sectron 4, 5 1 L
Table 4-11. Category 2 Issue Appllcable to Groundwater Use Conflicts of Browns Ferry

, Nuclear Power Plant Unlts 1,2, and 3 Dunng the Llcense Renewal Term

HE S S ey janr - SO

— - T R ~ 10CFR -
lSSUE 10 CFR Part 51, SubpartA Appendix B ‘- 'GEIS 1 51.53(c)(3)(ii) ST
: Table B-1 . L0 o Sections . Spraragraph . SEIS Section
LT T T AQUATIC ECOLOGY , = :
(FOR PLANTS WITH COOLING TOWERS WITHDRAWING MAKEUP WATER FROM A SMALL RIVER) -
Groundwater use conflicts (plants using cooling towers 4.8.1.3 B 4.5.1

and withdrawing makeup water from a small river)
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4.5.1 Groundwater Use Conflicts (plants using cooling towers and withdrawing
make-up water from a small river)

For plants using makeup water from a small river, potential use conflicts is a Category 2 issue,
which requires a site-specific assessment prior to license renewal. The Tennessee River
average annual flow at BFN for the period from 1976 through 2002 was 1320 m¥s (46,606 ft%/s)
or 4.16 x 10" m/yr (1.47 x 10" ft%yr). This is less than the 9 x 10" m%yr (3.15 x 10" {t%/yr)
criterion stated by NRC in 10 CFR 51.53(c)(3)(ii)(A) as the value beneath which an assessment
of the impact of the proposed action must be provided.

NRC has determined that indirect groundwater-use conflicts can result from surface water
withdrawal from a small river (NRC 1996). It is a potentially important concern that has been
designated a Category 2 issue. Rivers often supply alluvial aquifers, and large-scale
withdrawals of makeup water for evaporative loss could impact an alluvial aquifer during periods
of low flow. This does not occur at BFN as described below.

BFN uses cooling towers and withdraws makeup water from the Tennessee River; however,
there are no existing or proposed offsite or onsite groundwater supply wells. Rights to “use” of
groundwater at BFN were acquired by ownership of property overlying aquifers. There are no
future water rights to groundwater underlying BFN (including Native American tribal rights).

Although shallow groundwater at BFN can occur within unconsolidated terrace deposits of
alluvial origin, the terrace deposits are not recognized as an aquifer at the site. This is primarily
because of the limited permeability and spatial extent of the terrace deposits. Therefore,
groundwater-use conflicts associated with surface water withdrawals are small and may only
occur during low flow conditions, which may affect aquifer recharge.

A total of 18 environmental monitoring wells have been installed at the BFN site since 1980,
and groundwater level measurements were monitored on a monthly basis through 1989. The
water levels in those wells have fluctuated throughout the year; however, there is no decreasing
trend (Julian 2004). This indicates that site surface water consumption had not indirectly
lowered groundwater levels or created conflicts through 1989.

The water levels in Wheeler Reservoir throughout 2003 and for the period from 1991 to 1997
were consistent with those from 1972 to 1990 (Julian 2004). This indicates that reservoir levels
have had consistent annual profiles since routine site groundwater monitoring ceased in 1989.
Furthermore, because the lake levels have not dropped since 1991, site surface water
consumption has not indirectly lowered groundwater levels or created groundwater conflicts
since site monitoring ceased in 1989.
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An offsite well survey was conducted in May 1995 to identify groundwater supplies within a
3.2-km (2-mi) radius of the BFN site (TVA 1999).. The closest known public groundwater supply,
(Limestone County Water System, Well G- 1) resrdes approxrmately 32km (2 mi) north of BFN
(Bohac 2004). There is no groundwater use by BFN and site dewatenng wells have been R
inactive since the 1980s. All wells at the srte are used for envrronmental monrtonng purposes N
only T D . oo ,5:".:&.‘;‘ 7::;(. Co

..z,.

The staff mdependently revrewed the TVA EFl (TVA 2003b) and vrsrted the srte Also the )
potential for water-use conflrcts was revrewed drrectly with respect to surface water wrthdrawals
in Section 4.1.1.and was found to be SMALL Because no groundwater is used at the’ plant,

and the terrace deposrts are characterrzed by llmrted permeabllrty, the indirect useof
groundwater by surface water withdrawal i is ‘even more remoté. Surface water withdrawals for
cooling system makeup water is not expected to affect groundwater Ievels Therefore the staff
concludes that groundwater use conflrcts would be SMALL

'-',1:\ o

4.6 Threatened or Endangered Specres

Threatened or endangered specres are Ilsted as a Category 2issuein 10 CFR Part 51
Subpart A, Appendrx B Table B- 1 Thrs issue is lrsted in Table 4-12.

ThIS issue requrres consultatron wrth appropnate agencres to determrne whether threatened or “
endangered species are present and whether they would be adversely affected by contlnued '
operation of the nuclear plant during the Ircense renewal term. The presence of threatened or
endangered species in the vicinity of the BFN site is discussed in Sections 2.2.5 and 2, 2 6. On
March 4, 2004, the staff contacted the FWS to request information on threatened and
endangered species and the impacts of license renewal (NRC 2004c). In response, on May 19,
2004, the FWS provided additional information regarding Federally listed species that have
been observed or may occur in the vicinity of the BFN site and its assocrated transmrssron lrnes
as well as the concerns that the FWS have regarding those species (Goldman 2004) On _
October 25,2004 the staft sent (NRC 2004d) a brologrcal assessment (BA) (see Appendrx E) to
the FWS for concurrence. L mez s \ .

Table 4-12. Category 2 Issue Applicable to Threatened or Endangered Speciesinthe
Vicinity of Browns Ferry Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1, 2, and 3 During the
License Renewal Term

-~ . B . e oty S petedr

P - . el L~ - -

"ISSUE—10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A,- GEIS ~10 CFR51.53(c)(3)(ii) . - -SEIS . ..
-Appendix B, Table B-1 . - Sectlon . Subparagraph -, .. . _ Section

t."71 " - THREATENED OR ENDANGERED SPECIES (FOR ALL PLANTS) - .- - .- . -

Threatened or endangered species - - -7 44477 7 E L 48

[PRLE YOI
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4.6.1 Aquatic Species

As described in Section 2.2.5, there are 38 Federally listed aquatic species (including three
candidate species) that occur. or hlstoncally have occurred in either Wheeler Reservoir or its
tributaries or in other streams rivers, or caves within the counties of Alabama and Mississippi
through which the BFN transmission lines pass. The species that occur in Wheeler Reservoir
and its tributaries are not impacted by plant operations. During BFN’s thermal variance
monitoring (1985 to 1998) and current Vital Signs Monitoring Programs, no threatened or
endangered aquatic species 'we_re_foUnd within the area that would be affected by operational -
changes at BFN (TVA 2003b). Additionally, cooling water intake and discharge are closely
monitored under the NPDES program, and permit limits are reviewed on a regular basis by
State regulatory agencies to ensure the protection of aqdatic'bigjta.

A number of listed species occur in the counties crossed by the BFN transmission lines;
however, this does not imply that they occur under or near the transmission lines. The TVA
Regional Natural Heritage Program keeps track of Federally and State-protected species.
Aquatic animal occurrence records are maintained and updated by TVA staff on a regular
basis. Each proposed transmission line vegetation management project is reviewed for the
known or likely occurrence of protected aquatic species in streams in or adjacent to the
transmission line rights-of-way. A 16-km (10-mi) buffer area around the transmission line being
reviewed is examined to determine the likely occurrence of protected aquatic animals. Once an
occurrence is located, appropriate class restrictions are applied (see Section 4.2).

Furthermore, best management practices, outlined by Muncy et al. (1999), are employed to:
protect listed species and their habitats while carrying out vegetation management activities
along the transmission lines (TVA 2003b).

The staff concluded in its BA (NRC 2004d) that continued operation of BFN, including return to
three-unit operation at a total combined power level of 11,856 MW(t) and the associated
transmission line rights-of-way maintenance activities during the license renewal term, will have
no effect, or is not likely to adversely affect any Federally listed aquatic species, nor will it
adversely impact any designated critical habitat. Thus, the staff concludes that the impact on
threatened or endangered aquatic species from an additional 20 years of operation would be
SMALL, and additional mitigation is not warranted.

4.6.2 Terrestrial Species

No Federally listed species are known to occur within 5 km (3 mi) of the BFN site (TVA 2003b).
Although no Federally or State-listed species have been reported from areas within 5 km (3 mi)
of BFN, a total of 11 Federally listed species have been identified from counties traversed by
transmission line rights-of-way along with over 200 State-listed species. Federally listed
species reported to occur from Limestone, Morgan, Lawrence, Colbert, and Franklin counties in
Alabama and Tishomingo, Itawamba, Lee, and Union Counties in Mississippi are the bald
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eagle, red-cockaded woodpecker, gray bat lndlana bat, Price’s potato-bean Amencan hart s _
tongue fern, leafy prairie clover, Eggert’s sunflower fleshy-frunted gladecress lyrate bladder- -
pod, and the Tennessee yellow-eyed grass SISy o .

Habitat for some of the Federally llsted specues and some of the State-llsted spemes could be |
found within or traversed by BFN transmission line rights-of-way. Two wildlife management

areas occur within 5 km (3 mi) of the BFN site — Swan Creek State Wildlife Management Area

and Mallard-Fox Creek State Wildlife Management Area (TVA 2003b). ‘Approximately 5.6 km . -
(3.5 mi) upstream of BFN is the Round Island Recreation Area. The BFN-to-Maury, Alabama, ..
transmission line right-of-way is near the Philadelphia Glade and the Swan Creek State Wildlife |
Management Area. The BFN-to-Union, Mississippi, transmission line right-of-way crosses the _
John Bell Williams State Wildlife Management Area, the Natchez Trace National Parkway, the - |
Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway, the Foxtrap Creek Ravine Potential National Natural . - -,
Landmark, the Canal Section Wildlife Management Area, East Fork Tombigbee Macrosite, Bear |
Creek Unit 2 proposed critical habitat, and is near the Lake Lamar Bruce State Fishing Area. |
The BFN-to-Trinity and BFN to Athens transmission line rights-of-way do not cross any natural., |
areas. The BFN-to-Trinity transmission rlght-of-way does pass near the Mallard-Fox Creek .
State Wlldllfe Management Area R AR L B
TVA monitors and tracks populatlons of Federally and State-sensitive terrestnal specres on the
BFN site and within transmission line rights-of-way. In addition, TVA works with appropriate - |
Federal and State agencies to develop and establish guidelines and safeguards for their ..~ . |
contract personnel to follow to protect threatened and endangered species and their habitats |
dunng mamtenance of transmnssnon lme nghts~of-way (Muncy et al 1999) _ : RS

The staff concluded in its BA (NRC 2004d) that contlnued operatlon of BFN mcludmg return to
three-unit operation at a total combined power level of 11,856 MW(t) and the associated - .
transmission line rights-of-way maintenance activities during the license renewal term, will have
no effect, or is not likely to adversely affect any Federally listed terrestrial species, nor will it
adversely impact any designated critical habitat.: Thus, the staff concludes that the impact on
threatened or-endangered terrestrial species from an additional 20 years of operatlon would be
SMALL, and additional mitigation is not warranted. -

4.7 Evaluation of Potential'New and Significant Information
on Impacts of Operatlons Durmg the License
Renewal Term o R TR I

The GEIS assesses 92 envrronmental issues. Slxty nine of these issues were found to be
Category 1 issues, and are identified in'10 CFR Part 51 as not requiring additional plant-specific -
analysis in the absence of new and significant information. The staff reviewed the list and
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consulted with the appropriate Federal, State, and local agencies to identify any compliance or
permit issues or significant environmental issues of concern to the reviewing agencies. These
agencies did not identify any new and significant environmental issues. The ER states that
TVA is in compliance with applicable environmental standards and requirements for BFN. The
staff has not identified any environmental issues that are both new and significant.

The staff identified one potential area that required further analysis. Category 1 issues were
established by the GEIS after a review of data from existing operating nuclear plants. The
analysis established an’envelope of impact for each of the Category 1 issues that were based
on the impacts that were identified at nuclear power plants throughout the United States at the
time the GEIS was prepared. TVA has applied for extended power uprate (EPU) for the three
BFN units. These EPUs would eventually increase thermal power levels from the initially
licensed levels of 3293 MW (t)/unit to 3952 MW(t)/unit. This represents a total power increase
of 20 percent. Once the uprate has been achieved, BFN will have a combined total power level
of 11,856 MW(t), and will become the largest nuclear power plant in the United States.

For this reason, the staff determined that there is a potential that, at the uprated power level,
BFN may no longer be within the envelope of impacts defined by the GEIS, as amended, for
some Category 1 issues. If the potential impacts are beyond the defined envelope, the generic
conclusions concerning these Category 1 issues may no longer be valid, and the power uprate
could therefore represent new and significant information regarding some of the Category 1
issues. Category 2 issues are not a concern in this regard because all applicable Category 2 -
issues are evaluated on a site-specific basis for each facility undergoing license renewal.

To address this concern, the staff examined each of the 54 Category 1 issues applicable to
BFN and determined that 34 of the Category 1 issues could be influenced by the station thermal
power level. The staff then evaluated each of the 34 issues to determine if increasing the unit
power level above the levels considered during the development of the GEIS would affect the
specific generic conclusions. . After evaluating all 34 issues the staff determined that the generic
conclusions reached in the GEIS are still valid and that no additional analysis or evaluation of
these issues is necessary. The 34 issues evaluated are listed in Tables 4-13 through 4-17. An
explanation of why the GEIS conclusion is still valid for the uprated BFN site is provided
following each table.

» Altered current patterns at intake and discharge structures

Any localized effects on current patterns would have been manifest during the initial stages of
three-unit operation and would have been mitigated, if necessary, at that time. Three-unit
operation at BFN, at the combined total power level of 11,856 WM (t) expected during the
license renewal term, uses existing intake and discharge structures, and although re-tubing the
“condensers, upgrading other systems, and improving flow calibrations have increased the flow
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4 0%

Table 4-13. Coolrng System- Related Category 1 Issues that are Potentually Affected by
Proposed Extended Power Uprates at Browns Ferry Nuclear Power Plant

Units 1,2, and 3 - gt

ISSUE 10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1

GEIS Sections

SURFACE WATER QUALITY, HYDROLOGY, AND USE (for all plants)

Altered current patterns at intake and dlscharge structures .-
Altered thermal stratification of lakes RETTITO
Temperature etlects on sedrment transport capacrty :
Scourmg caused by dlscharged coolmg water i_‘ )
Eutrophication -~ . .. .. . iinee o
.Discharge of chlonne or other blomdes .

Dlscharge of other metals in wastewater ST
Water use conflicts (plants with once-through coollng systems)

421.2.1;4322;442 -
4.2.1.2.3;4.4.4.2.
421234422
421234422
421234422 .
42124;4422. .
©421.24;43.2.2;4.4.2.2
4213 SE

AQUATIC ECOLOGY (for all plants)

Accumulation of contaminants in sediments or biota : ;-

Entrainment of phytoplankton and zooplankton e
Cold shock I
Thermal plume barner to mrgratlng tlsh
Drstrrbutlon of aquatic organisms , et
Low dissolved oxygen in the discharge St

4.2.1.2.4;4.3.3; 4.4.3;
4422

42211;4.33;443 - -
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rate compared to the original three-unit operation, no increase in the total flow rate is expected
as a result of the EPU operation (TVA 2002). Total intake flow is expected to be a maximum of
139 m%¥s (4907 cfs) or 12 million m*/d (3171 MGD) (TVA 2003b). The staff concludes that the
cooling system operation on current patterns is within the envelope of impacts considered in the
GEIS as a Category 1 issue.

» Altered thermal stratification of lakes '

TVA has modeled temperature stratification in Wheeler Reservoir with near- and far-field
modeling. Three-unit operation at BFN, at the combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t)
expected during the license renewal term, will increase the water discharge temperature
(Hopping 2004) and presumably would affect the thermal stratification; however, discharge
temperatures will not exceed temperature limits set by the NPDES permit. The licensee will be
required to operate within the limits of the NPDES permit during the license renewal term. The
limits impose the most severe restrictions in the late summer when thermal stratification is most
pronounced at the reservoir. The staff concludes that the effect of the cooling system operation
on altered thermal stratification is within the envelope of impacts considered in the GEIS as a
Category 1 issue.

« Temperature effects on sediment transport capacity

Three-unit operation at BFN, at the combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t) expected
during the license renewal term, will increase the water discharge temperature and theoretically
could decrease viscosity and change the sediment transport capacity within the Tennessee
River. The difference in the discharge temperature is not significant relative to changing the
viscosity of the water, and the area of the reservoir affected by elevated temperature is small.
This would not result in a detectable change in sediment transport capacity. The staff
concludes that the effect of the cooling system operation on temperature effects on sediment
transport capacity is within the envelope of impacts considered in the GEIS as a Category 1
issue.

¢ Scouring caused by discharged cooling water

Three-unit operation at BFN, even at the combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t) expected
during the license renewal term, uses existing intake and discharge structures and “no changes
are expected to the individual unit flow rates as a result of EPU” (TVA 2002). Total intake flow
is expected to be a maximum of 139 m*/s (4907 cfs) or 12 million m*/d (3171 MGD) (TVA
2003b). The staff concludes that the effect of the cooling system operation on scouring is
within the envelope of impacts considered in the GEIS as a Category 1 issue.
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. Eutroghrcatro T R T
Three-unit operation at BFN, at the comblned total power level of 11 856 MW(t) expected
during the license renewal term, will increase water discharge temperature, but all discharges -
will continue to be within the thermal limits established in the NPDES permit. The licensee will
be required to operate within the limits of the NPDES permit during the license renewal term.
The limits impose the most severe restrictions in the late summer when thermal stratification is
most pronounced in the reservoir. : The ‘staff concludes that the effect of the cooling system
operatlon on eutrophrcatron is wrthln the envelope of impacts considered in the GEISasa .- -
Category 1 rssue : Hs : - -

L U A

. Dlscharqe of chlorine or other biocides :‘:1 T

BFN uses some biocides in parts of the service water system, but currently does not use : -
chlorine or other biocides in the cooling water system. Therefore, resumption of three- unit-
operation at BFN, even at the 120 percent EPU expected during the license renewal term, is -
not likely to alter the quantity of biocides released from the station. Based on the need to stay -
within NPDES limits, no additional mitigation measures to reduce the discharge of biocides are .
necessary during the license renewal term. The effect of the cooling system operation on
discharge of biocides is within the envelope of impacts considered in the GEIS as a Category 1
issue.

. Dlscharqe of other metals in waste water ST . o o o -::i'

Three-unit operatlon at BFN at the combmed total power level of 11 856 MW(t) expected durrng
the license renewal term uses existing intake and discharge structures and “no changes are
expected to the individual unit flow rates as aresult of EPU” (TVA 2002).. Total intake flowis
expected to be a maximum of 139 m¥s (4907 cfs) or 12 million m%d (3171 MGD) (TVA 2003b).
Discharges of heavy metals are controlled under the NPDES permitting system administered by
the State of Alabama. The current NPDES permit restricts the discharge of heavy metals.
Furthermore, the main condensers of all three units will be re-tubed with stainless steel prior to
the license renewal term. The staff concludes that the effect of the cooling system operation on
discharge of metals in waste water is within the envelope of impacts considered in the GEIS as
a Category 1 issue. SRR

. Water-use conflrcts (plants with once-throuqh cooling systems)

‘\ AR ".‘: t'_’x»

Three-unit operatlon at BFN at the combmed total power level of 11 856 MW(t) expected
during the license renewal term, uses existing intake and discharge structures and “no changes
are expected to the individual unit flow rates-as a result of EPU” (TVA 2002). - Consumptive and
off-stream water uses have not resulted in significant water-use conflicts because of the large .
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volume of Wheeler Reservoir water available, the high river flow rate, and the return of most of
the water withdrawn (TVA 2003b). Regulatory control of withdrawal rates and NPDES permit
limits for return water quality also mitigate potential conflicts. The staff concludes that the effect
of water-use conflicts is within the envelope of impacts considered in the GEIS as a Category 1
issue. :

« Accumulation of contaminants in sediments or biota

The three-unit operation at BFN, at the combined total power level of 11,856 WM(t) expected
during the license renewal term, uses existing intake and discharge structures and “no changes
are expected to the individual unit flow rates as a result of EPU” (TVA 2002). The condensers
at BFN are being re-tubed with stainless steel tubing (TVA 2003b). Therefore, accumulation of
contaminants associated with the condenser tubes in sediment or biota would not be expected
to be a concern during the license renewal term. Furthermore, compliance with the NPDES
permit, other provisions of the FWPCA (e.g., Sections 316(a) and 316(b), 401, and 404), and
other regulatory requirements are expected to adequately control potential chemical effluent.
effects (TVA 2003b). The staff concludes that the effect of the accumulation of contaminants in
sediments or biota is within the envelope of impacts considered in the GEIS as a Category 1
issue.

« Entrainment of phytoplankton and zooplankton

Because of the large numbers and short generation times of phytoplankton and zooplankton,
impacts of entrainment on these organisms have rarely been documented outside the
immediate vicinity of the plant and are considered to be of little consequence (NRC 1996).
Algal surveys conducted in 1989 (during plant shutdown) and again in 1991 (during plant
operation) did not indicate that operation of BFN under current thermal plume criteria had any
impact on the phytoplankton community of Wheeler Reservoir (Lowery and Poppe 1992).
Results from a two-dimensional, far-field model that included an assessment of the effects on
reservoir algal biomass were essentially unchanged with all three units operating at a combined
total power level of 11,856 MW(t) (TVA 2003b). The staff concludes that the effect on
entrainment of phytoplankton or zooplankton is within the envelope of impacts considered in the
GEIS as a Category 1 issue.

» Cold shock

It would not be expected that all three units would go off-line at.the same time. Cold-shock
mortalities, even at one-unit plants, are relatively rare and usually involve small numbers of fish.
No population-level impacts have been observed (NRC 1996). Therefore, any fish that do
occupy the thermal plume during winter conditions would still have areas of above-ambient
temperatures to occupy during one- or two-unit operation. Furthermore, the high-velocity .
diffusers provide for rapid mixing of the heated discharge waters with ambient-temperature river
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water and discourage fish from residing in the warmest portion of t—hﬂe»pluAme The staff
concludes that the effect of cold shock from operatlon is within the envelope of impacts .,
considered in the GElS asa Category 1 |ssue peo

. Thermal plume barrier to mlqratlnq flSh
The |mpact of the thermal plume is constralned by the NPDES permlt The NPDES permlt
limits are designed to protect aquatic species, in particular, to prevent the establishment of a
thermal plume barrier to fish migration. The licensee will be required to operate within the limits
of the NPDES permit during the license renewal term. Furthermore, fish species typical of .
those that predominate Wheeler Reservoir have a range difference of at least 5°C (9°F) to over
10°C (18°F) between their acclimation temperature and upper avoidance temperature (Cherry
et al. 1975). The staff concludes the effect of the thermal plume as a barrier to migrating fish is
wnthln the envelope of |mpacts cons1dered in the GEIS as a Category 1 issue.

. Dtstrlbutnon of aquatlo orqamsms Lo

Past operatlons of BFN have not been shown to affect the distribution of aquatic organisms in -
Wheeler Reservoir (TVA 2003b). As discussed in Section 2.2.5, the aquatic biota are primarily-
affected by physical and chemical changes to the Tennessee River that have occurred from its
modification from a free-flowing river to a series of run-of-the-river reservoirs. Within the -
reservoir, there are three somewhat distinct zones: the tailwaters of the upstream dam, the.
transition area (within which BFN is located), and the more lacustrine (lake-like) conditions in
the area upstream of the reservoir dam. -The distribution of aquatic biota in Wheeler Reservoir
is primarily influenced by the habitats and physicochemical conditions within each zone. The
staff concludes the effect of the distribution of aquatic organisms is within the envelope of -
impacts considered in the GEIS as a Category.1 issue. - s s

» Premature emergence of aquatic'insects ORI

K : HES S RS S - .-

The discharge dlffusers w:Il ensure adequate mixing of the dlscharge flow and the recelvmg
waters. Typically, the warmer water.is buoyant and does not impinge directly on the reservon_'
substrate. The licensee has a considerable amount of benthic data from Wheeler Reservoir
that show no impact related to premature emergence of insects. The additional heat -
associated with the combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t) is not expected to s:gnmcantly
increase the amount of benthic invertebrate habitat that is subject to elevated temperatures.
The staff concludes the effect of thermal discharge on premature emergence of aquatic insects
is Wlthln the envelope of lmpacts consndered in the GEIS asa Category 1 issue.

S

LR
S ogin e
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« Low dissolved oxygen in the discharge

Current dissolved oxygen levels near the BFN site are rated “good” by TVA (TVA 2004b).
Resuits from simulations using a two-dimensional, far-field model that included an assessment
of the effects on reservoir dissolved oxygen concentrations were essentially unchanged under
all three units operating at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t) (TVA 2003b). Thus,
as long as the licensee maintains compliance with the NPDES regulatory requirements,
operation of all three units at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t) of original power is
expected to have insignificant effects on dissolved oxygen concentrations. The staff concludes
the effect of low dissolved oxygen discharges is within the envelope of impacts considered in
the GEIS as a Category 1 issue.

« Losses from predation, parasitism, and disease among organisms exposed to sublethal
stresses

Although it is likely that operation of a once-through cooling system will cause some changes in
predator-prey relationships, the fact that no long-term changes in population- or community-
level effects from operation of BFN have been observed (TVA 2003b) is evidence that losses
from predation, parasitism, and disease are not occurring from sublethal stresses (NRC 1996).
The Vital Signs Monitoring Program and other assessments of aquatic biota in Wheeler
Reservoir have not demonstrated any changes to aquatic organisms related to predation,
parasitism, or disease that could be attributable to sublethal stresses (thermal, physical, or
chemical) caused by operations of BFN. The Vital Signs Monitoring Reservoir Fish
Assemblage Index has been determined for fish in Wheeler Reservoir since the early 1990s.
This index considers fish disease, lesions, parasites, and abnormalities as factors in
determining the index. The index value downstream of BFN has been as good as or better than
other portions of the reservoir (Section 2.2.5). No fish consumption advisories exist for
mainstem Wheeler Reservoir (Section 2.2.5). Thermal and chemical discharges from BFN are
governed by the NPDES permit. Thermal and chemical discharges can stress aquatic
organisms leading to increased parasitism and disease. Discharge limits are established at
levels that are protective of aquatic biota. As permit conditions would not change, the effects of
BFN operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t) on predation, parasitism, and
disease on organisms exposed to sublethal stresses would likely remain the same. The staff
concludes that the effect of predation, parasitism, and disease among organisms exposed to
sublethal stresses is within the envelope of impacts considered in the GEIS as a Category 1
issue.

« Stimulation of nuisance organisms

Past operations of BFN have not been shown to stimulate nuisance organisms. Water levels in
Wheeler Reservoir are actively managed during the summer to limit mosquito breeding habitat
(Section 2.2.5). Physical and chemical treatment of the cooling system has had a controlling
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—ib e e

influence on the Asiatic clam (Corbicula fluminea) in the immediate plant area.” Thermal
discharges in the immediate area of the diffusers are at a level that can adversely.impact
Asiatic clams. When ambient reservoir temperatures are 22.4°C (72.4°F) or more, the:
maximum 24-hour average temperature rise of 5.6°C (10°F) would be above the optimum
summer temperatures for the zebra mussel (Dreissena polymorpha). Therefore, increased
thermal loading associated with operation of the plant at 120 percent power levels would have a
further localized controlling influence over these nuisance species. The staff concludes that the
effect on the stimulation of nursance organlsms is wrthrn the envelope of impacts consrdered in
the GElS as a Category1 lssue - T S ~

YoRT vy

. Coollng tower |mgacts on crogs and omamental vegetatlo

oy

Although the coohng towers are Ilkely tobe’ operated more frequently wrth three umts operatmg
at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t) (TVA 2003b), because they are helper towers,
they will be operated less frequently than those located at plants with closed-cycle cooling : - .
systems. The staff determined in the GEIS that cooling tower impacts on crops and ornamental
vegetation at plants where the cooling towers are operated continuously was not significant.
The staff concludes that the impacts of cooling tower operation on crops and ornamental -
vegetation are within the envelope of irnpaots ’Cohsidered in the GEIS as a Category 1 issue.

. Coohnq tower impacts on native vegetation

. LERIEE S .. Ve N - - -
IR B - e -

Although the coohng towers are likely to be operated more frequently wrth three ‘units operatmg
at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t) (TVA 2003b) because they are helper towers,
they will be operated less frequently than those located at plants with a closed-cycle cooling
system. The staff determined in the GEIS that cooling tower impacts on native ‘vegetation at
plants where the cooling towers are operated continuously was not srgnrflcant The staff
concludes that the impacts of cooling tower operation on native vegetation are within the
envelope of impacts conside’red in the GEIS asa Category 1 issue.

VRSN

—"f“x"r*. .

. Mrcroblologlcal organrsms (occugatlonal health) -

As discussed in Section 4.1.5,’ some thermophlhc microbiological organlsms have a range of
optimum conditions within the range of temperatures that would occur at either 100 percent or -
120 percent power levels. 'BFN was one of‘nine power plants that participated in a study in the:
early 1980s on the presence of Legionella spp. in power plant cooling systems. :As with most -
locations studied, Legionella spp. bacteria were found in ambient-temperature (intake), pre-
condenser, post-condenser, and outfall (discharge) waters, though not in concentrations
sufficiently high to be a health concern. Subsequent studies determined that concentrated
Legionella spp. aerosols could present a health concern for workers cleaning condenser tubes
and cooling towers. As a precaution, BFN has adopted the practice of having workers engaged
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in these activities wear appropriate respiratory protection (TVA 2003b). Therefore, even though
condenser tube and cooling tower cleaning requirements for a three-unit operation may
increase, the potential for occupational health risks would still be negligible, because health
risks would not increase due to of the use of appropriate respiratory protection. The staff
concludes the effect of microbial organisms on occupational health is within the envelope of
impacts considered in the GEIS as a Category 1 issue.

* Noise

The cooling towers are likely to be operated more often when there are three units operating at
a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t) (TVA 2003b), and thus there would be more days
per year when noise from tower operations could affect onsite personnel or be detected offsite.
However, because these are helper towers, they will be operated intermittently, and not
continuously as they are at plants with closed-cycle cooling systems. The staff determined in -
the GEIS that the impacts of cooling tower noise at plants with continuously operated towers
are not significant. The staff concludes the effect of noise from the cooling towers is within the
envelope of impacts considered in the GEIS as a Category 1 issue.

Table 4-14. Radiological Impacts of Normal Operations-Related Category 1 Issues that are
Potentially Affected by Proposed Extended Power Uprates at Browns Ferry
Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1, 2, and 3

ISSUE—10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1 GEIS Sections
‘ HUMAN HEALTH

Radiation exposures to public (license renewal term) 46.2

Occupational radiation exposures (license renewal term) 46.3

» Radiation exposures to public (license renewal term)

Some increase in radionuclide emissions might occur as a result of the combined total power
level of 11,856 MW(t) (TVA 2003b); the increase would be up to a factor of 1.8 over current
two-unit operations if the increase is proportional to the power level. Recent routine emissions
at the site have been well below regulatory limits. Furthermore, BFN, regardless of the thermal
power level, will be required to operate within the regulatory limits during the license renewal
term. The staff concludes that the effects of radiation exposure to the public are within the
envelope of impacts considered in the GEIS as a Category 1 issue provided that releases are
maintained within the regulatory limits.
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. Occupatlonal radratlon exposures jhcense renewal term)
Some'i increase in worker dose rates might occur as a result of the combmed total power Ievel of~
11,856 MW(t) (TVA 2003b) the increase would be up to a factor of 1.8 over current two-unit
operatrons if the increase is proportional to the power level. However, application of as low as .
reasonably achlevable_(ALARA) principles has reduced worker exposures relative to historic
levels, and doses to individiial workers at the site would be controlled to remain below -
regulatory limits.” The staff determined in theé GEIS that the dose-related impacts to workers are.
of small significance if doses and releases do not exceed permissible levels in the - -
Commission’s Regulations. BFN, regardless of the thermal power level, will be required to
operate within the regulatory limits during the license renewal term. The staff concludes the - - -
effect of occupational radiation exposure is within'the envelope of impacts considered in the
GEIS as a Category 1 issue provided that the exposure to workers is maintained within the
regulatory lrmlts

B -

SRR § O o T e .'"M

Table 4 15 Socroeconomrc-Related Category 1 'Issue Potentrally Affected by Proposed .
Extended Power Uprates at Browns Ferry Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1, 2, and 3

ISSUE—10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B- 1 o GEIS Section
) ‘SOCIOECONOMIC ST A
Aesthetic impacts (license renewal term) oo 476

« Aesthetic impacts (license renewal term) S

The cooling towers are likely to be operated more often when there are three units operating at
a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t) (TVA 2003b); thus, there would be more days per
year when'there is a visible steam plume and when noise from tower operations could be
detected offsite. However, because these are helper towers, they will be operated
intermittently, and not continuously as they are located at plants with closed-cycle cooling -
systems. The staff determined in the GEIS that the aesthetic impacts of cooling tower plumes
at plants with continuously operated towers are not significant. The staff concludes the effects
of aesthetic impacts of cooling tower plumes is within the envelope of impacts consrdered in the
GEIS as a Category 1 issue. o

Table 4-16 Postulated Accident-Related Category 1 Issue Potentially Affected by Proposed
" Extended Power Uprates at Browns Ferry Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1, 2,

and 3
ISSUE—10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Tablé B4~~~ ~ GEIS Section"
Design basis accidents 5.3.2,55.1
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« Design-basis accidents

TVA is required to submit an updated Final Safety Analysis Report as part of the EPU license
amendment application. NRC staff evaluates this Final Safety Analysis Report, the application,
and the design of the facility prior.to granting or denying the EPU application. If the EPU is
granted, the staff will have evaluated design-basis accidents (DBAs) in light of the new power
level, and will have determined that postulated DBA doses continue to meet NRC regulations.
Therefore, the environmental impacts of DBAs will continue to be small. -The staff concludes
that the effect of the cooling system operation on DBAs is within the envelope of impacts

considered in the GEIS as a Category 1 issue.

Table 4-17. Uranium Fuel Cycle and Waste Management-Related Category 1 Issues
Potentially Affected by Proposed Extended Power Uprates at Browns Ferry

Nuclear Plant, Units 1, 2, and 3

ISSUE—10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1

GEIS Sections

Offsite radiological impacts (individual effects from other than the
disposal of spent fuel and high-level waste)

Offsite radiological impacts (collective effects)
Offsite radiological impacts (spent fuel and high-level waste)
Nonradiological impacts of the uranium fuel cycle

Low-level waste storage and disposal

Mixed waste storage and disposal

Onsite spent fuel

Nonradiological waste

Transportation

6.1;6.2.1;6.2.2.1;6.2.2.3;
6.2.3;6.2.4; 6.6

6.1;6.2.2.1;6.2.3;6.24,; 6.6
6.1,6.2.2.1;6.2.3;6.24; 6.6

6.1; 6.2.2.6; 6.2.2.7; 6.2.2.8;
6.2.2.9;6.2.3;6.2.4; 6.6

6.1,6.2.2.2,6.4.2; 6.4.3;
6.4.3.1; 6.4.3.2; 6.4.3.3;
6.4.4; 6.4.4.1; 6.4.4.2;
6.4.4.3; 6.4.4.4; 6.4.4.5;
6.4.4.5.1; 6.4.4.5.2;
6.4.4.5.3; 6.4.4.5.4;
6.4.4.6,6.6

6.4.5.1; 6.4.5.2; 6.4.5.3;
6.4.5.4; 6.4.5.5; 6.4.5.6;
6.4.5.6.1; 6.4.5.6.2;

6.4.5.6.3; 6.4.5.6.4; 6.6

6.1; 6.4.6; 6.4.6.1; 6.4.6.2;
6.4.6.3; 6.4.6.4; 6.4.6.5;
6.4.6.6; 6.4.6.7; 6.6

6.1; 6.5; 6.5.1; 6.5.2; 6.5.3;
6.6

6.1;6.3.1; 6.3.2.3; 6.3.3;
6.3.4; 6.6, Addendum 1
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« Offsite radiological im impacts (i indlwdual effects from other than the drsposal of spent fuel
and high- level waste) B CUE T T . L o

Oftsite |mpacts of the uranium fuel cycle have been considered by the Commission in Table S-3
in 10 CFR'51.51(b)..‘Based on information in the GEIS, impacts on individuals from radioactive
gaseous and: llqurd releases mcludrng radon-222 and technetium-99 are small. - There may be
some local increase in radiological emissions in the immediate vicinity of the facility; however,;
the impact on the entire uranium fuel cycle would be negligible. Regardless of the combined - -
total power level at BFN, the plant and fuel cycle facilities will continue to be required to operate '
within applicable regulatory limits. The staff concludes the effect of offsite radiological impacts

(individual effects from other than the disposal of spent fuel and high-level waste) is within the .

envelope of |mpacts consrdered in the GEIS asa Category 1 issue. '

. Offsrte radrologrcal |mpacts (collectrve effects) S SEREEIEE
Some increase in radlonuclrde emissions mrght occur at BFN asa result of mcreased fuel :
requirements for the combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t); the increase would be up toa.
factor of 1.8 over current two-unit operations'if the increase is proportional to the power level. -
Nevertheless, releases would continue to be requiréd to be within regulatory limits. - Collective -
doses to the population in the vicinity of BFN have been well below levels that would resultin.-- -
estimated health effects; therefore, collective dose to the BFN surrounding population would
remain small. Nationwide, a potential increase in annual radiation exposures to the public from
BFN would be inconsequential and not substantially change the GEIS conclusions. The staff
concludes that the effect of offsite radiological impacts (collective effects) is within the envelope
of rmpacts considered in'the GEIS as a Category 1 issue provrded that the releases are - - - -
malntarned to wrthln the regulatory limits. « : =00 2 : , T

R LA

. Offsrte radroloqrcal rmpacts  (spent fuel and hrqh Ievel waste)

Some increase in radratron dose to members of the publlc might resuit from mcreased spent
fuel generation dunng reactor operations at a'.combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t); the ,
increase would be up to a factor of 1.8 over current two-unit operations if the increase is -
proportional to the power level. During the uprated operational period, public exposures from
spent fuel disposal would be maintained within regulatory limits and are expected to remain
small. The staff concludes that the effect of offsite impacts (spent fuel and high-level waste) is
within the envelope of impacts considered in the GEIS as a Category 1 issue prov:ded that
exposure to the publrc is malntalned to wrthln the regulatory limits. - - e e

v T

. Nonradnoloq;cal lrnpacts of the uranium fuel cvcle
‘ B S o0 S S

Uprate of the power level at BFN would result in needs for somewhat larger quantities of fuel,-
as well as increased need for spent fuel and waste storage and disposal. - The nonradiological -
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impacts of these activities would be reflected in needs for additional workforce to carry out fuel
manufacturing and waste and spent fuel management activities. Those activities could also
result in an additional potential for industrial accidents and illnesses. However, they would not
necessarily entail a higher risk than alternative occupations in which the workforce might be

engaged. Other nonradiological impacts, such as land use, fugitive dust generation, air-quality. -

impacts, erosion, sedimentation, and disturbance of ecosystems, are unlikely to increase
substantially. The effect on the entire U.S. uranium fuel cycle from the additional fuel utilization
at BFN would be negligible. The staff concludes that the effect of nonradiological impacts of
the uranium fuel cycle is within the envelope of impacts considered in the GEIS as a Category 1
issue.

+ Low-level waste storage and disposal

Some increase in radiation dose to members of the public might result from increased low-level
waste (LLW) storage and disposal during reactor operations at a combined total power level of
11,856 MW(t); the increase would be up to a factor of 1.8 over current two-unit operations if the
increase is proportional to the power level. During the uprated operational period, public
exposures from LLW disposal would be maintained within regulatory limits and are expected to
remain small. The staff concludes the effect of public exposure from LLW storage and disposal
is within the envelope of impacts considered in the GEIS as a Category 1 issue provided that
exposure to the public is maintained to within the regulatory limits.

» Mixed waste storage and disposal

Some increase in radiation dose to members of the public and exposure to toxic materials might
result from increased mixed waste generation during reactor operations at a combined total
power level of 11,856 MW(t); the increase would be up to a factor of 1.8 over current two-unit
operations if the increase is proportional to the power level. During the uprated operational
period, public exposures from mixed waste disposal would be maintained within regulatory limits
and are expected to remain small. Any increase in mixed waste storage would be within the
current BFN storage capacity, and additional impact on licensed mixed waste disposal facilities
would be minimal. The staff concludes the effect of mixed waste storage and disposal is within
the envelope of impacts considered in the GEIS as a Category 1 issue provided that the
radiation dose to the public is maintained to within the regulatory limits.

» Onsite spent fuel

Some marginal increase in onsite storage of spent fuel is expected as a result of a combined
total power level of 11,856 MW(t), The commission has made a generic determination that, if
necessary, spent fuel generated in any reactor can be stored safely and without significant
environmental impacts for at least 30 years beyond the license life for generation including any
license renewal term. During the uprated operational period, occupational exposures from
spent fuel management would be maintained within regulatory limits and with continuing
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application of ALARA principles, are expected to remain small. - The staff concludes that the
effect on occupational exposure from onsite spent fuel is within the envelope of impacts
considered in the GEIS as a Category 1 issue provided that the occupational exposure is
mamtalned to wrthm the regulatory llmlts durmg the storage penod e

. Nonradtoloqrcal waste. o AR N NP

Operation of BFN at uprated power. levels is not expected to substantlally change the quantltles ;
of nonradiological waste generated at the facility. : Any small marginal increases in routine
nonradiological waste generated at the plant would be well within quantities that couldbe - - .
accommodated by onsite or community waste management facilities, and ongoing waste
minimization and recycling programs are expected to continue to reduce the quantities of these
wastes.  The staff concludes the effect from:nonradiological waste is within the envelope of - : .
|mpacts considered in the GEIS as a: Category 1 issue.

. Transportatlon S e N T R
Some increase in radiation dose to members of the pubhc and transportatlon workers mrght
result from increased transport of unirradiated fuel spent fuel, and radrologtcal wastes during .
reactor operations at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t); the increase would beup
to a factor of 1.8 over current two-unit operations, if the increase is in prcportlon to the power _
level. Because of the regulatory.requirements related to fuel shipments, the staff belleves that .
any increase in BFN impact due to the combmed total power level will be consrstent with the
impact values contained in 10 CFR 51.52(c), Summary Table S-4 - Envuronmental lmpact of
Transportation of Fuel and Waste to and from One Light-Water- Cooled Nuclear Power Reactor :
The staff concludes that the effect of transportation of the unirradiated fuel, spent fuel,and
radiological wastes is within the envelope of impacts considered in the GEIS as a Category 1
issue provided that the dose to the public and transportatuon workers is maintained to within the -
regulatory limits durlng the renewal perlod SNt ‘

N L .
~t o

4.8 Cumulatlve Impacts of Operatrons Durmg the Llcense

Renewal Term

3
L P

The staff conSIdered the potentnal cumulattve lmpacts durlng the evaluatlon of |nformat|on c
applrcable to each of the potential impactsof operatlons during the Ilcense renewal term o
resources at the time of plant llcensmg and constructron present actrons are those related to
the resources at the time of current operation of the power plant, and future actrons are
considered to be those that are reasonably foreseeable through | the end of the current license
term, as well as the 20-year license renewal term. The geographlcal area over WhICh past
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present, and future actions could contribute to cumulative impacts is dependent on the type of
action considered, and is descnbed below for each impact area.

The impacts of the proposed action are combined with other past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future actions at BFN, regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or
person undertakes such other actions. These combined impacts are defined as “cumulative” in
40 CFR 1508.7 and include individually minor, but collectively significant, actions taking place
over time. It is possible that an impact that may be SMALL by itself could result in a
MODERATE or LARGE impact when considered in combination with the impacts of other
actions on the affected resource. Likewise, if a resource is regionally declining or imperiled,
even a SMALL individual impact could be important if it contributes to or accelerates the overall
resource decline.

4.8.1 Cumulative Impacts Resulting from Operation of the Plant Cooling System

For the purposes of this analysis, the geographic area considered for cumulative impacts
resulting from operation of the BFN cooling system is primarily the Wheeler Reservoir portion of
the Tennessee River. Wheeler Reservoir is located within the Lower Tennessee River Basin
which extends from Chattanooga, Tennessee, to near Paducah, Kentucky. The main stem of
the Tennessee River in this area is highly regulated with few free-flowing reaches. Six major
reservoirs are located within the Lower Tennessee River, and three additional reservoirs are
located on its major tributaries (USGS 1998). The reservoirs were created for the purpose of
power generation, navigation, and flood control. They are also used extensively as sources of
drinking water and for recreational activities (USGS 1998). Interbasin transfers of water occur
downstream of BFN (i.e., with the Mobile River Basin via the Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway
near the Pickwick Reservoir and with the Cumberland River Basin through the Barkley-
Kentucky Canal at the Kentucky Reservoir) (Kingsbury et al. 1999).

The mean annual streamflow in the Lower Tennessee River Basin ranges from about 1017 m¥s
(35,900 cfs) at Chattanooga, Tennessee, to 1858 m*/s (65,600 cfs) at Paducah, Kentucky. The
Elk and Duck Rivers, the two largest tributaries within the lower Tennessee River Basin,
contribute about 26 percent of the streamflow gained between Chattanooga and Paducah
(Kingsbury et al. 1999). Within the Tennessee River watershed, an average of 46.2

million m%d (12.2 billion gpd) were used in 2000 for public supply, industrial water supply,
irrigation, and thermoelectric power generation; however, only about 5 percent (2.5 million m%d
(649 MGD]) was used consumptively. By 2030, water withdrawals are projected to increase to
nearly 53 million m%d (14 billion gpd) (Hutson et al. 2003). Most of the consumptive use

(2.0 million m¥d [530 MGD)) has occurred upstream of Wheeler Dam, and this is expected to
increase to 2.9 million m%d (760 MGD) by 2030 (TVA 2003b). Within Wheeler Reservoir, there
are eight potable water intakes that withdraw about 0.47 million m%d (124 MGD) for municipal
and industrial use, while there are 11 municipal plant discharges totaling over 0.11 million m%d
(30 MGD) and 18 industrial plants discharging more than 9.5 million m®d (2513 MGD)

(TVA 2003b).
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The main land cover in the Lower Tennessee ‘River Basin is forest (55 percent) and row crops -
and pastureland (41 percent). There are numerous industries along the mainstem of the . -
Tennessee River in northern Alabama. They manufacture and produce a variety of products
(e.g., missiles and rockets, electronics,-pulp and’ paper synthetlc flbers chemlcals alumlnum
and nlckel plated foam) (USGS 1998). T unTLE :

Section 2.2.5 discusses the major changes and modifications within the Tennessee River, - - -
particularly the Wheeler Reservoir area, that have had the greatest effects on aquatic
resources. These include physical and chemical strésses, developments, overfishing (including
commercial clam harvests),and introduction of non-native species.  Physical and chemical .-
stresses that have impacted the Tennessee River include urban, industrial, and agricultural .
contaminants (e.g., nutrients, toxic chemicals, sediments); stream modifications (e.g., dams -
and reservoirs); land use changes (e.g., residential, recreational, agricultural, and industrial
development); dredging (€.g., to maintain navigation channels); shoreline modifications; ." -+ -
wetland elimination and modification; water diversions (e.g., Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway);
and commercral and recreatlonal boatlng (TVA 2003b 2004b)

Construction of the TVA reservoir system S|gn|f|cantly altered both the water quality and
physical environment of the Tennessee River, with little regard for the subsequent effects on ..
aquatic resources (TVA 2004b). Overall,,completion of the water control system onthe. ..
Tennessee River resulted in the followmg |mpacts (Barclay 2004) : ey

« conversion of riverine habrtat to reservoir pool habltat - ‘ : o

» loss of riverine habitat and associated biota o -

« conversion of floodplain to reservoir pool "3«

» loss of seasonal floodplain habitat and associated biota

» fragmentation of riverine sectlons

« disruption of fish migrations =~ = .= '-il [SERSEANN S : R
» seasonal fluctuations of pool levels RSN o : Cee '

o thermal stratification:  ~ - 7. "‘--’Tz. gLl

« stress or mortality of organlsms or sensitive life stages - :

« seasonal dissolved oxygen depletion in temperature stratified waters

« ammonia released by the presence of oxygen-depleted water

« disruption of sediment transport

« trapping of sediment, capture of toxic substances assocrated wrth substrates,

* toxic substance releases - Al SRR
o nutnent ennchment wuth consequent changes in habltat quallty and assocrated specres

SN, S

Within the Lower Tennessee Rlver Basm ‘nutrient ennchment and pathogens have been
identified as water-quality issues affecting both surface water and groundwater. Nonpoint
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sources for nutrients (nitrogen and phosphorous) include urban runoff, fertilizer application,
failing septic tanks, livestock waste, nitrogen fixation, sediment and rock dissolution, and
atmospheric deposition (Kingsbury et al.1999).

Because of the altered habitat conditions created by reservoir pools and dam tailwater, State
agencies introduced numerous sport and some prey species into the Tennessee River
watershed including several trout species, striped bass (Morone saxatilus), northern pike
(Esox lucius), yellow perch (Perca flavescens), walleye (Stizostedion vitreum), rainbow smelt
(Osmerus mordax), and alewife (Alosa pseudoharengus). Some of the game species are not
self-sustaining and, thus, continue to be stocked (TVA 2004b). Non-native species (e.g.,
common carp [Cyprinus carpio), grass carp [Ctenopharyngodon idella], Eurasian watermilfoil
[Myriophyllum spicatum], and Asiatic clam) have impacted native aquatic species. Further
spread or establishment of species such as the alewife, bighead carp (Hypophthalmichthys
nobilis), silver carp (H. molitrix), zebra and quagga mussels (Dreissena bugensis), rusty
crayfish (Orconectes rusticus), and the cladoceran Daphnia lumholtzi may also have major
impacts on the aquatic community dynamics in Wheeler Reservoir.

TVA'’s reservoir operations policy guides the day-to-day operation of the Tennessee River
system, and sets the balance of trade-offs for the sometimes competing uses of water in the
system. TVA undertook a study to determine if changes in its reservoir system operating
policies could produce a greater overall public value. A no-action alternative and eight
alternative operating policies were evaluated. The evaluations included the assumption that the
consumptive use of water above Wheeler Dam would increase by 0.87 million m%d (230 MGD).
Reservoir operations over the 100-year hydrologic record were simulated. Under the proposed
alternative, flow requirements would be used to protect water quality and aquatic resources,
ensure year-round commercial navigation, and provide an adequate supply of cooling water for
TVA's power plants (TVA 2004b).

Under the preferred TVA reservoir system operating policy alternative, drawdown of Wheeler
Reservoir would begin on Labor Day rather than on August 1 to increase recreational
opportunities. Fluctuations in reservoir levels to strand mosquito eggs and larvae would
continue until Labor Day. Also, minimum winter elevations would be raised 15 cm (6 in.) to
ensure that the 3.4-m (11-ft) navigation channel is maintained throughout the reservoir

(TVA 2004b).

Under its regulatory programs, TVA treats waste water effluents, collects and properly disposes
potential contaminants, and undertakes pollution prevention activities that comply with
regulatory requirements and minimize the risk of adverse environmental impacts (TVA 2003b).
The BFN NPDES permit is renewed every 5 years; this helps to ensure that no changes have
been made to the facility that would alter aquatic impacts and that no significant adverse
impacts have occurred. Compliance with the NPDES process, other provisions of the FWPCA
(e.g., Sections 316[a], 316[b], 401, and 404), and other regulatory requirements are expected to
adequately control potential chemical effluent effects. In general, under these regulatory
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programs, TVA treats waste water effluents, collects and properly disposes potential
contaminants, and undertakes pollution prevention activities that comply with regulatory
requurements and mlnrmlze the nsk of adverse envrronmental |mpacts

Future contributions to cumulative impacts to aquatlc resources wrthrn Wheeler Reservorr would
generally occur from those actions that currently cause impacts (e.g., reservoir operations,
human habitation, urban and industrial development, agriculture, and commercial and
recreational fisheries). There is a potential for severe impacts to aquatic resources from large
oil or chemical spills within Wheeler Reservoir or its tributaries, but the risk of such spills is
relatively small. - The probability of smaller spills is higher, but the impacts from such spills
would probably be small, temporary, and additive, and unlikely to severely affect aquatic
resources, especially if spill response activities are undertaken when such events occur. The
potential exists for the expansion of exotic species that have already begun to occur in the
Tennessee River, and for additional exotic species to become establlshed in Wheeler
Reservorr :

The reservoir water supply is adequate to meet the needs of BFN for coollng purposes under all
conditions. The total BFN intake water flow of 139 m3/s (4907 cfs) can encompass a srgnrfrcant
fraction of the daily average river flow past th_e plant compared to the 7Q10 values of 250 m¥/s
[8700 cfs]); however, consumptive water uses are negligible and are expected to remain so
throughout the license renewal term (TVA 2003b). There are no significant cumulative impacts
on water supply. The staff, while preparing this assessment, assumed that other industrial,
commercial, or public installations could be located in the general vicinity of the BFN site pnor
to the end of BFN operations. The discharge ¢ of water to Wheeler Reservoir from these
facilities would be regulated by the Alabama Department of Envrronmental Management
(ADEM). The discharge limits are set considering the overall or cumulatlve impact of all of the
other regulated activities in the area. Compliance with the FWPCA and its NPDES permits
minimizes cumulative effects on aquatrc resources. ’ )

There are also other power plants wrthm the Tennessee River system that |mpact aquatrc biota.
Entrainment, impingement, and, for non- hydroelectrlc plants, thermal drscharges occur at other
power plants within the Tennessee River system. . These include 11 coal-fired plants

30 hydroelectric facilities, and three nuclear plants (mcludrng BFN) operated by the TVA
(ScanChattanooga.Com 2001) and non-TVA plants such as the two Calplne combtned cycle
plants near Decatur (TVA 2003b). -Fish egg entrainment is not llkely tobe a serious problem at
most dams because the freshwater drum and | mooneye and, possrbly, sklpjack hernng are the
only species with buoyant or semibuoyant eggs.: Larvae and Juvemles of non- mrgratory species
may only be incidentally susceptible to turbine entrarnment and the resultant effects are not
significant to the dynamics of the reservoir’s resident fish community (Cada 1990).

The staff determined that the cumulative impacts of. BFN cooling system operations (including
entrainment and impingement of fish and shellfish, heat shock, or any of the cooling system-
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related Category 1 issues) are not contributing to an overall decline in water quality or the
status of the fishery or other aquatic resources, and no additional mitigation measures are
warranted.

Continued operation of BFN will require renewed discharge permits from the ADEM, which will
address changing requirements so that cumulative water-quality objectives are served.
Therefore, the staff concludes that the potential cumulative impacts of cooling system operation
contributed by the continued operation of BFN will be SMALL, and that no further mitigation
measures are warranted.

4.8.2 Cumulative Impacts Resulting from Continued Operation of the
Transmission Lines

The continued operation of the BFN electrical transmission facilities was evaluated to determine
if there is a potential for interactions with other past, present, and future actions that could result
in adverse cumulative impacts to terrestrial resources such as wildlife populations, the size and
distribution of habitat areas, aquatic resources such as wetlands and floodplains, and both the
acute and chronic effects of electromagnetic fields. For purposes of this analysis, the
geographic area that encompasses the past, present, and foreseeable future actions that could
contribute to adverse cumulative effects is the area serviced by the transmission lines
associated with the BFN (Figure 2.4).

TVA follows right-of-way management procedures that were found to be protective of sensitive
ecological resources, including wildlife habitat, wetlands, and floodplains (TVA 2003b). TVA
maintains maps of known sensitive resources such as wetlands, and maintains the
transmission line rights-of-way to minimize impacts, with the result that no net loss of resources
occurs. The maintenance procedures minimize disturbance to wildlife and, in many ways,
provide greater protection relative to many of the surrounding areas with other land uses.

The staff determined that the electrical current induced by the electromagnetic fields from the
BFN transmission lines is well below the NESC recommendations for preventing electrical
shock from induced currents. Therefore, continued operation of the BFN transmission lines will
not detectably change the overall potential for electrical shock in the future within the analysis
area. With respect to chronic effects of electromagnetic fields, although the staff considers the
GEIS conclusion of “not applicable” to be appropriate in regard to BFN, the BFN transmission
lines are not likely to detectably contribute to the regional exposure to extremely low frequency:
electromagnetic fields (ELF-EMF). This conclusion is based on the fact that BFN transmission
lines primarily pass through sparsely populated, rural areas, with few residences or businesses
close enough to have detectable ELF-EMF. '

Therefore, since the impacts from maintaining and operating the transmission system are so
minor that they will neither destabilize or noticeably alter the existing aquatic or terrestrial
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environment, the staff determined that the cumulative impacts of continued operation of BFN
transmission lines will be SMALL, and that no additional mitigation is warranted.

4.8.3 Cumulative Radiological lmpaotsw |

The EPA and NRC established radiological dose limits for protection of the public and workers
from both instanteneous and cumulative impacts of exposure to radiation and radloactrve .
materials. - These dose limits are codified in 40 CFR Part 190 and 10 CFR Part 20. For the -
purpose of this analysis, the area within an 80-km (50-mi) radius of the BFN site was mcluded
As stated in Section 2.2.7, TVA has conducted a radiological environmental monltonng program
(REMP) around the BFN site since 1968.: The REMP measures radiation and radioactive

materials from all sources, including BFN. Additionally, in Sections 2.2.7 and 4.3, the staff
concluded that impacts of radiation exposure to the public and workers (occupational) from
operation’of BFN during the license renewal term are small. The NRC and the State of ',
Alabama would regulate any reasonably foreseeable future actlons in the vrcrnlty of the BFN
site that could contribute to cumulatlve radlologlcal |mpacts :

Therefore the staff concludes that cumulatlve radlologlcal impacts of contlnued operatlons of’
BFN would be SMALL, and that no further rn_rtlgatlon measures are warranted

4.8.4 Cumulative Socioeconomic Impacts . -

Much of the analysis of socioeconomic impacts presented in Section 4.4 of this SEIS already . -
incorporate cumulative impact analysis, because the metrics used for quantlflcatlon only ! make
sense when placed in the total or cumulative context. For instance, the.impact of the total
number of additional housing units that may | be needed can only be evaluated with respect to
the total number of units in the lmpacted area. . Therefore the geographrc area of the '
cumulative analysis varies depending on the partlcular impact considered, and may depend on
specific boundaries, such as taxation junsdlctlons or may be distance related, as for
environmental justlce I - Ce

B

The contlnued operation of BFN is not llkely to add to any cumulatlve socroeconomrc |mpacts .
beyond those already evaluated in Section 4.4. ,In other words, the impacts of i lssues such as
transportation or offsite land use are likely to be nondetectable beyond the regions prevrously
evaluated and will quickly decrease with increasing « dlstance from the site. The staff determlned
that the impacts on housing, public utilities, public services, offsite land use, and envnronmental
justice would all be negligible. There are no reasonably foreseeable scenarios that would alter’
these conclusions in regard to cumulative impacts.

Related to historic and archeological resources, two sites at BFN that require protection have
been identified. TVA has procedures in place to protect these sites, and to take into account
the inadvertent drscovery of historic and archaeologlcal remains at BFN. There are no plans to
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construct new facilities in areas that have not been heavily disturbed in the past, or to construct
new transmission lines. Therefore, continued operation and maintenance of the BFN site and
transmission line rights-of-way would not impact historic or archeological properties beyond the
site or rights-of-way boundaries, and therefore, the contribution to cumulative adverse impacts
would be negligible.

Based on these considerations, the staff concludes that continued operation of BFN is not likely
to make a detectable contribution to the cumulative effects associated with any of the
socioeconomic issues discussed in Section 4.4; therefore, the cumulative impacts will be
SMALL, and no additional mitigation measures are warranted.

4.8.5 Cumulative Impacts on Groundwater Use and Quality

There are no groundwater withdrawals at BFN, and TVA imports potable water from Athens
Water Services, which withdraws water from the Elk River. As described in Section 4.5.1,
operation of BFN has not had a detectable impact on groundwater levels in the vicinity of the
site. BFN does not discharge any waste to the groundwater. Because there are no
groundwater withdrawals or discharges at BFN and none are anticipated in the future, BFN is
not causing a detectable change in the regional groundwater usage or quality. Therefore, the
contributions to cumulative impacts are SMALL, and no mitigation measures are warranted.

4.8.6 Cumulative Impacts on Threatened or Endangered Species

The geographic area considered in the analysis of potential cumulative impacts to threatened or
endangered species includes those Alabama and Mississippi counties that contain the BFN site’
and its associated transmission line rights-of-way (Colbert, Franklin, Lawrence, Limestone, and
Morgan Counties in Alabama, and ltawamba, Lee, Tishomingo, and Union Counties in
Mississippi) and the waters of the Tennessee River, particularly Wheeler Reservoir, in the
vicinity of the BFN site. As discussed in Sections 2.2.5 and 2.2.6, there are a number of
threatened or endangered species that could occur within this area. The staff’s findings,
presented in the October 25, 2004 (NRC 2004d) BA and in Section 4.6, are that continued
operation of BFN, including return to three-unit operation at a total combined power level of
11,856 MW(t) and associated transmission line rights-of-way maintenance during the license
renewal term, will have no effect, or is not likely to adversely affect any Federally listed species,
nor will it adversely impact any designated critical habitat. Therefore, the BFN contribution to
cumulative impacts to Federally protected species or designated critical habitat is SMALL and
no mitigation is warranted.

(a) Prentiss County, Mississippi not included. Species accounted for in adjacent counties.
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+ Aquatic Species

Thirty-eight Federally listed aquatic species (including three candidate species) occur (or -
historically occurred) in either Wheeler Reservoir or its tributaries or in other streams, rivers, or -
caves within the counties of Alabama and Mississippi within which the BFN transmission lines
pass.. As mentioned in Section 2.2.5, past actions that have adversely affected these species
have included siltation, impoundments, in-stream-habitat disturbance, contaminants, pearl
button and cultured pearl industries (for mussel species), and introduced species. As
discussed in Section 4.6.1, best management practices are used for transmission line
maintenance, which reduces the likelihood of adverse impacts to aquatic habitats and any
protected specres that may be present within them

The combrnatron of nonpoint-source pollutlon (prrmarrly from srltatron) and alteration of flow
regimes (primarily from impoundments) are anthropogenic factors responsible for about

72 percent of fish imperilment problems in the Southeast (Etnier 2002). These factors are also
the major contributor to the endangerment of most of the listed mussel species, while habitat
loss, modification, and fragmentation caused by impoundments have impacted the aquatic snail
specres (Neves et al. 2002). Because some mussels can live to be more than 100° years old,”
population declines resulting from poor reproductive success may continue for decades:
Therefore, extirpation of some species may be a prolonged event, lagging behind the factors
directly responsible for attrition of the fauna (Neves et al. 2002). An oil or chemical spill,
especially in a tributary stream, could be significant for.a listed species that has a limited
distribution (e.g., Anthony’s riversnail [Athearnia anthonyi], slender campeloma [Campeloma
decampi], and boulder darter [Etheostoma boschungr]) o

The Asiatic clam competmvely interacts wrth natlve mussels for food and space. Invasion of the
Tennessee River basin by the zebra mussel and the quagga mussel could also be detrimental
to native mussels (Neves et al. 2002).” The zebra mussel may ultimately cause extinction to.
several Federally protected mussels or cause other mussel species to become endangered or -
threatened (Neves et al. 2002). . If the black carp (Mylopharyngodon prceus) becomes :
established in the Tennessee River, it could pose a serious threat to the listed mussel and snarl
species because it feeds almost exclusrvely upon molluscs (Chick 2002; Jernlgan 2003)

The staff determined that the contnbutnon to cumulatrve impacts to aquatlc threatened or .
endangered species due to continued operation of BFN and its transmission lines would be
mconsequentral and that no further mmgatron measures are warranted.

» Terrestrial Specres A R ERU
- ! -""‘A.T, .

There are no Federally listed threatened or. endangered specres known to occur wrthrn at least
5 km (3 mi) of the BFN site. Operation of BFN is not likely to have a detectable effecton _
terrestrial species located 5 km (3 mi) away from the site. Therefore, operations at the plant
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site will not have a detectable contribution to the cumulative, regional impacts on threatened or
endangered species. -

Habitat for some of the Federally listed species could be found within the rights-of-way of BFN
transmission lines. However, TVA monitors and tracks populations of Federally listed species - :
on the BFN site and within transmission line rights-of-way. In addition, TVA works with
appropriate Federal and State agencies to develop and establish guidelines and safeguards for
their contract personnel to follow to protect threatened or endangered species and their habitats
during maintenance of transmission line rights-of-way (Muncy et al. 1999). In some cases, the
rights-of-way and the maintenance practices may provide for habitat that is not found in
surrounding areas with other land uses.

Therefore, the staff determined that the contributions to cumulative impacts to threatened or
endangered terrestrial species due to the continued operation of the BFN and associated
transmission lines will be inconsequential, and that additional mitigation measures would not be
warranted. '

4.9 Summary of Impacts of Operations During the License
Renewal Term

TVA and the staff discovered no new and significant information related to any of the applicable
Category 1 issues associated with BFN operation during the license renewal term. Therefore,
the staff concludes that the environmental impacts associated with the Category 1 issues are
bounded by the impacts described in the GEIS.’ For each of the issues, the GEIS concluded
that the impacts would be SMALL and that additional plant-specific mitigation measures are not
likely to be sufficiently beneficial to warrant implementation.

Plant-specific environmental evaluations were conducted for 13 Category 2 issues applicable to
BFN operation during the license renewal term and for environmental justice and chronic effects
of electromagnetic fields. For all 13 issues and environmental justice, the staff’s conclusion is
that the potential environmental impact of license renewal-term operations of BFN would be of
SMALL significance in the context of the standards set forth in the GEIS and that further
mitigation is not warranted. In addition, the staff determined that a consensus has not been
reached by appropriate Federal health agencies regarding chronic adverse effects from
electromagnetic fields. Therefore, no evaluation of this issue is required.

Cumulative impacts of past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions were
considered, regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or person undertakes such
other actions. For purposes of analysis, where BFN license renewal impacts are deemed to be
SMALL, the staff concluded that these impacts would not result in significant cumulative
impacts on potentially affected resources.
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5.0 Environmental Impacts of Postulated Accidents

Environmental issues associated with postulated accidents are discussed in the Generic
Environmental Impact Statement for Llcense Renewal of Nuclear Plants (GEIS), NUREG-1437;
Volumes 1 and 2 (NRC 1996, 1999) @ The’ GEIS includes a determination of whether the
analysis of the environmental issue could be applled to all plants and whether additional
mitigation measures would be warranted. ‘Issues are then assrgned aCategory 1 ora

Category 2 desrgnatlon As set forth i in the GEIS Category 1issues are those that’ meet all of
the following cntena '

(1) The environmental impacts associated with the issue have been determined to apply either
to all plants or, for some issues, to plants havrng a specific type of coollng system or other
specrfled plant or snte charactenstlc e : A

(2) Slngle S|gn|f|cance level (i. e., SMALL, MODERATE or LARGE) has been assrgned to the
- impacts (except for collective offsrte radlologlcal rmpacts from the fuel cycle and from hlgh-
level waste and spent fuel dlsposal) o .

(3) Mitigation of adverse impacts associated with the issue has been considered in the analysis,
and it has been determined that additional plant-specific mltlgatlon measures are Irkely not
to be suffncnently beneficial to warrant lmplementatlon Co i

Fori issues that meet the three Category 1 cntena 'no additional plant specmc analysns |s
requrred unless new and sngnmcant mformatron is ldentlfled :

Category 2 issues are those that do not meet one or more of the criteria for Category 1 and -
therefore, additional plant- specific revrew of t_hese _lssues is requnred -
This chapter describes the envnronmental |mpacts from postulated accidents that mlght occur '
during the Iucense renewal term

51 Postulated Plant Acc1dents

Two classes of accidents are evaluated in‘t'he_iG'El_'S. :These are 'deslgn-basis accidents (DBAs)
and severe accidents, as discussed below. ' '

\ ) .’-X 1
(a) The GEIS was onglnally issued in 1996. Addendum 1 to the GElS was rssued in 1999 Hereafter all
references to the “GEIS” include the GEIS and Addendum 1.
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5.1.1 Design-Basis Accidents

To receive U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) approval to operate a nuclear power
facility, an applicant must submit a safety analysis report (SAR) as part of the application. The
SAR presents the design criteria and design information for the proposed reactor and
comprehensive data on the proposed site. The SAR also discusses various hypothetical
accident situations and the safety features that are provided to prevent and mitigate accidents.
The NRC staff reviews the application to determine whether the plant design meets the
Commission’s regulations and requirements and includes, in part, the nuclear plant design and
its anticipated response to an accident.

DBAs are those accidents that both the licensee and the NRC staff evaluate to ensure that the
plant can withstand normal and abnormal transients, and a broad spectrum of postulated
accidents without undue hazard to the health and safety of the public. A number of these
postulated accidents are not expected to occur during the life of the plant but are evaluated to
establish the design basis for the preventive and mitigative safety systems of the facility. The
acceptance criteria for DBAs are described in Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) Part 50 and 10 CFR Part 100.

The environmental impacts of DBAs are evaluated during the initial licensing process, and the
ability of the plant to withstand these accidents is demonstrated to be acceptable before
issuance of the operating license (OL). The results of these evaluations are found in license
documentation such as the staff’s safety evaluation report (SER), the licensee’s updated final
safety analysis report (UFSAR), and Section 5.1 of this supplemental environmental impact
statement (SEIS). The licensee is required to maintain the acceptable desngn and performance
criteria throughout the life of the plant, including any extended-life operation. The
consequences for these events are evaluated for the hypothetical maximally exposed individual;
as such, changes in the plant environment will not affect these evaluations. Because of the
requirements that continuous acceptability of the consequences and aging management
programs be in effect for license renewal, the environmental impacts as calculated for DBAs
should not differ significantly from initial licensing assessments over the life of the plant,
including the license renewal period. Accordingly, the design of the plant relative to DBAs
during the extended period is considered to remain acceptable, and the environmental impacts
of those accidents were not examined further in the GEIS.

The Commission has determined that the environmental impacts of DBAs are of SMALL
significance for all plants because the plants were designed to successfully withstand these
accidents. Therefore, for the purposes of license renewal, DBAs are designated as a
Category 1 issue in 10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1. The early resolution of
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the DBAs make them a part of the ¢urrent licensing basis of the plant; the current licensing
basis of the plant is to be maintained by the licensee under its current license and, therefore,
under the provisions of 10 CFR 54.30, is not subject to review under license renewal. This
issue, apphcable to Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant Umts 1,2,and 3 (BFN), |s Ilsted in Table 5- 1

Table 5-1 Category 1 Issue Appl|cable to Postulated Accidents Durlng the Llcense -
- -- Renewal Term . ORI

S S . . .

ISSUE—10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1 GEIS Section

POSTULATED ACCIDENTS

Design-basis accidents = =~~~ .- iomoter o ©. 532,551

o Desi m bas:s accndents Based on mformatron |n the GEIS, the Commlssron found that
The envnronmental impacts of desngn~ba5|s accndents are of small sugmflcance for all
plants.” fe 0 _

The Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) stated in its Environmental Report (ER) (TVA 2003) that
it is not aware of any new and significant information associated with the renewal of the BFN
OLs. The staff has not identified any new and significant information during the staff's
independent review of the TVA ER;-the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, its evaluation of -
other available information, and public comments. Therefore, the staff concludes that there are
no impacts of DBAs during the license renéwal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.

5.1.2 Severe Accidents

Severe nuclear accidents are those that are more severe than DBAs because they could

result in substantial damage to the reactor core, whether or not there are serious offsite
consequences. The GEIS assessed the |mpacts of severe accudents during the license renewal
period, using the results of existing analyses and sute -specific mformatlon to conservatnvely '
predlct the environmental impacts of severe accudents for each plant during the llcense renewal
period.. - : : :

Therefore, the Commission has designatea"'rnffiéetion' of severe accidents as a Categ'ory 2
issue in 10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1. This issue, apphcable to BFN, |s
listed in Table 5-2.
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Table 5-2. Category 2 Issue Applicable to Postulated Accidents Dunng the License
Renewal Term- )

ISSUE—10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, " GEIS' - ' 10 CFR 51.53(c)(3)(ii) SEIS -
Appendix B, Table B-1 Sections Subparagraph Section

POSTULATED ACCIDENTS

Severe Accidents 5.3.3; 5.3.3.2; L 52
5.3.3.3; 5.3.3.4;
5.3.3.5;5.4;5.5.2

« Severe accidents. Based on information in the GEIS, the Commission fbund that

The probability weighted consequences of atmospheric releases, fallout onto open
bodies of water, releases to ground water, and societal and economic impacts from
severe accidents are small for all plants. However, alternatives to mitigate severe
accidents must be considered for all plants that have not considered such alternatives.

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during the staff's independent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, its evaluation of other available
information, and public comments. Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no impacts of
severe accidents beyond those discussed in the GEIS. However, in accordance with 10 CFR
51.53 (c)(3)(ii)(L), the staff has reviewed severe accident mitigation alternatives (SAMAs) for
BFN. The results of the staff's review are discussed in Section 5.2.

5.2 Severe Accident Mitigation Alternatives (SAMAs)

10 CFR 51.53(c)(3)(ii)(L) requires that license renewal applicants consider alternatives to
mitigate severe accidents if the staff has not previously evaluated SAMAs for the applicant’s
plant in an environmental impact statement (EIS) or related supplement or in an environmental
assessment. The purpose of this consideration is to ensure that plant changes (i.e., hardware,
procedures, and training) with the potential for improving severe accident safety performance
are identified and evaluated. SAMAs have not been previously considered for BFN; therefore,
the remainder of Chapter 5 addresses those alternatives.

5.2.1 Introduction

This section presents a summary of the SAMA evaluation for BFN conducted by TVA and
described in its ER (TVA 2003) and of the NRC's review of that evaluation. The details of the
review are described in the NRC staff evaluation that was prepared by the staff with contract
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assistance from Information Systems Laboratones Inc. The entire evaluation is presented in

Appendle e SRR -

The SAMA evaluatuon for BFN was a four-step process In the first step, TVA quantified the

level of risk associated with potential reactor accndents using the plant specific probabilistic

safety assessment (PSA) and other risk models. : » -

In the second step, TVA examlned the maJor nsk contnbutors and tdenttfled poss:ble ways

(i.e., SAMASs) of reducing that risk. Common.ways of reducing risk are changes to components,

systems, procedures, and training. TVA initially identified 135 potential SAMAs.- TVA screened

out SAMAs that were not applicable to BFN because (1) the SAMA was not apphcable at BFN

because of design differences, (2) the SAMA had already been implemented at BFN, (3) the

SAMA was sufficiently similar to and combined with other SAMA candidates, or (4) SAMA costs
more than $6 million to implement. This screening reduced the list of potential SAMAs to 43.

In the third step, TVA estimated the benefits and costs associated with each of the remaining .
SAMAs. Estimates were made of how much each proposed SAMA could reduce risk. Those
estimates were developed in terms of dollars in accordance with NRC gu1dance for performmg
regulatory analyses (NRC 1997a) The costs of lmplementmg the proposed SAMAs were also
estimated. : U ,

Finally in the fourth step, the costs and benefits of each of the remaining SAMAs were
compared to determine whether.the SAMA was cost-beneficial, meaning the benefits of the
SAMA were greater than the costs (a positive cost-benefit). In the final analysis, TVA
concluded that none of these 43 SAMAs were cost-beneficial for BFN.

Each of these four steps is discussed in more detail in the sections that follow.

5.22 Estimate of Risk ST

TVA submltted an assessment of SAMAs for BFN as part of the ER (TVA 2003) This .
assessment considers all three Browns Ferry units, each operating at 120 percent of their
original licensed power level. ldeally, this assessment would take advantage of a plant-specific
PSA that reflects operation of all three units at 120 percent of their original licensed power.
However, such a PSA is not currently available. Because of the progressive screening nature
of the SAMA evaluation, TVA relied on the available PSA information, along with engineering
knowledge of the plant, to form a basis for the three-unit SAMA assessment. This assessment
was based on the most recent PSAs available for Units 2 and 3 at that time. A PSA for Unit 1
was not available at the time of the SAMA analysis. The assessment was also based on
insights from a multiple-unit PSA performed in 1995 to bound the effects of three-unit operation,
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a plant-specific offsite consequence analysis performed using the MELCOR Accident
Consequence Code System 2 (MACCS2) computer program, and insights from the Browns
Ferry Individual Plant Examination (IPE) (TVA 1992) and the lnduvndual Plant Examination of
External Events (IPEEE) (TVA 1995, 1996, 1997).

Two distinct analyses are combined to form the basis for the risk estimates used in the SAMA
analysis: (1) the BFN PSA Unit 2 and Unit 3 models, and (2) a supplemental analysis of offsite
consequences and economic impacts (essentially a Level 3 PSA model) developed specifically
for the SAMA analysis. The SAMA analysis is based on the most recent PSA models available
at the time the ER was submitted, referred to as the Extended Power Uprate (EPU) PSA for
Unit 2, and the EPU PSA for Unit 3. The PSAs include a Level 1 analysis to determine the core
damage frequency (CDF) from internally initiated events and a Level 2 assessment of
containment performance during severe accidents. The scope of the BFN PSAs does not
include external events.

The baseline CDFs for the purpose of the SAMA evaluation are approximately 2.6 x 10°® per
year for Unit 2 and 3.6 x 10 per year for Unit 3. The CDFs are based on the risk assessment
for internally initiated events at EPU conditions (i.e., 120 percent of their original licensed power
level). TVA did not include the contribution to risk from external events within the BFN risk
estimates. This is discussed further in Sections G.2.2 and G.6.2.

The breakdown of CDF by initiating event is provided in Table 5-3. As shown in this table,
transients and loss of offsite power initiated events are dominant contributors to the CDF.

Table 5-3. BFN Core Damage Frequency

Unit 2 Unit 3
Initiating Event or CDF % Contribution CDF % Contribution
Accident Class (Per Year) to CDF (Per Year) to CDF

Transients 1.6x10°® 63 1.8x 10°® 52

Loss of offsite power (LOOP) 4.8 x 107 19 1.1x10°® 32
Support system failures 2.2x 107 8 23x107

Internal flooding 1.0x 107 4 1.6x 107

Loss of coolant accidents 5.3x10% 2 5.4x10% 2
(LOCAs)

Stuck open relief valves 4.7 x 108 2 5.8x10°® 2
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Table 5-3. (contd)

Unit 2 ... Unita .

Initiating Event or CDF % Contribution CDF ~ % Contribution
Accident Class (Per Year) to CDF (PerYear) '~ toCDF -
Interfacing system LOCA 46x10° . 2 46x10° 1
(ISLOCA) . e ‘
Total CDF - : - 26x10%. .+ - 100 3.4x10° . 100

(from intemalevents) : . e

T e

Bypass events (i.e., interfacing systems loss of coolant accndent) contnbute 2 percent or. less to
the total internal events CDF. Anticipated transients without scram (ATWS) events and station
blackout (SBO) events are not specifically identified in the internal.events CDF breakdown. In-
response to a Request for Additional Information (RAl) (NRC 2004), TVA stated that the ATWS
CDF is estimated to be 2.3 x 107 per year for each unit, and the SBO CDF is 3.7 x 10 N per year
for Unit 2 and 3.9 x 10°® per year for Unit 3 (TVA 2004). SAMAs to address ATWS and SBO
events were considered in the SAMA evaluation. ; TVA estimated the dose from all postulated
accidents to the population within 80 km (50 mi) of the BFN site to be approximately

0.0164 person-Sv (1.64 person-rem) per year for Unit 2, and approximately 0.0195 person-Sv
(1.95 person-rem) per year for Unit 3. The breakdown of the population dose by containment .
release mode is summarized in Table 5-4. :No containment failures and early containment --
failures dominate the popdlation dose. The apparent conclusion that population dose is
dominated by events involving no containment failure resuits from the conservative assignment
of key plant damage states to release categones in which containment is assumed to fail.

~ Table 5-4 Breakdown of Populatlon Dose by Contalnment Release Mode

';-Unit2~.:: = - : ,.Un|t3

Population Population
Dose Dose

L : - (Person-Rem .- % (Person-Rem %
Containment Release Mode - Per Year) - Contrlbutlon Per Year) Contribution
Early containment failure or _064 ... 39 N 0.7 : 36 -
Containment isolation failure o oL S ' B
Bypass o 001 ' S 001 T 3!
Late containment failure Q417 Tty 0.16 S :
No containment failure 0.88 54 1.07 55
Total Population Dose 1.64 100 1.95 100
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The staff has reviewed TVA'’s data and evaluation methods and concludes that the quality of
the risk analyses is adequate to support an assessment of the risk reduction potential for the
candidate SAMAs. Accordingly, the staff based its assessment of offsite risk on the CDF and
offsite doses provided by TVA.

5.2.3 Potential Plant Improvements

Once the dominant contributors to plant risk were identified, TVA searched for ways to reduce
that risk. In identifying and evaluating potential SAMAs, TVA considered SAMA analyses
performed for other operating plants that have submitted license renewal applications, as well
as industry and NRC documents that discuss potential plant improvements, such as
NUREG-1560 (NRC 1997b). TVA identified 135 potential risk-reducing improvements (i.e.,
SAMAs) to plant components, systems, procedures, and training.

All but 43 of the these SAMAs were removed from further consideration because (1) the SAMA
was not applicable at BFN because of design differences, (2) the SAMA had already been
addressed in the existing BFN design, (3) the SAMA was similar to and could be combined with
another SAMA, or (4) the SAMA costs more than $6 million to implement, considering the
effects of multiple-unit operation and uncertainties.

The staff concludes that TVA used a systematic and comprehensive process for identifying
potential plant improvements for BFN and the set of potential plant improvements identified by
TVA is reasonably comprehensive and therefore acceptable.

5.2.4 Evaluation of Risk Reduction and Costs of Improvements

TVA evaluated the risk-reduction potential of the remaining 43 SAMAs that were applicable to
BFN. A majority of the SAMA evaluations were performed in a bounding fashion in that the
SAMA was assumed to completely eliminate the risk associated with the proposed
enhancement. Such bounding calculations overestimate the benefit of the risk reduction and
are conservative.

TVA estimated the costs of implementing the 43 candidate SAMAs through the application of
engineering judgment and review of prior BFN completed capital projects for similar
improvements. The cost estimates provided in the ER accounted for inflation (3 percent per
year) to arrive at year 2016 estimated costs. Cost estimates typically included changes to and
implementation of procedures, training, and documentation, in addition to any hardware costs
(TVA 20083).
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The staff reviewed TVA’s bases for calculating the risk reduction for the various plant -
improvements and concluded that the rationale and assumptions for estimating risk reduction
are reasonable and generally conservati\ie‘."«Therefore, the staff based its estimates of averted
risk for the various SAMAs on TVA’s risk reduction estimates. However, the staff concluded
that the benefit estimates should be mcreased by a factor of two to account for the potential -
impacts of external évents. ~ L

The staff reviewed the bases for TVA’s cost estlmates For certain improvements, the staff also
compared the cost estimates to estimates developed e!sewhere for similar improvements,
including estimates developed as part of other licensees' analyses of SAMAs for operating
reactors and advanced light-water reactors.
The staff concludes that the risk reductlon and the cost estlmates provrded by TVA are
suffrcrent and appropnate for use |n the SAMA evaluatlon :

IPEIOEN

5.2.5 Cost-Benefrt Comparlson

The cost-benefit analysis performed by TVA was based primarily on NUREG/BR-0184

(NRC 1997a) and was executed consistent with this guidance. The total benefit associated
with each of the 43 SAMAs was evaluated by TVA.' These values were determined for the
various averted costs based on the estlmated annual reductlons in CDF and person rem dose.

For the TVA SAMA evaluation, it is assumed that wrth all three umts operatronal the basellne
CDFs and risks for Units 1 and 2 are equal and will be four times greater than the CDF from the
Unit 2 EPU PSA. Because Unit 1-is more closely tied to Unit 2 than to Unit 3, it is expected that
the impact of Unit 1 operation on the Unit 3 CDF and risk would be smaller than the above
impact on Unit 2. Based on this reasoning, the operation of Unit 1 is assumed to resultina -
factor of two increase in Unit 3 CDF and risk from that indicated by the Unit 3 EPU PSA.
Therefore, TVA applied a multiplier of four to the Unit 2 averted cost estimates (benefits),
assumed these same benefits for Unit 1, and applied a muitiplier of two to the Unit 3 averted -
cost estimates. Additionally, TVA accounted for analysis uncertainties by comparing the ‘
implementation costs with three times the averted cost estimates. Consequently, all SAMAs
that were evaluated were eliminated becausé the cost was expected to exceed the estrmated
benefit, as adjusted to account for multiple-unit operation and uncertainties. ‘

The staff based rts evaluatron on TVA’s estrmated beneflts fora 7-percent discount rate, applled
the same multipliers as TVA to account for multiple-unit operation, and applied an additional
multiplier of two to the averted cost estimates for each SAMA to account for the potential impact
of external events. As a result, none of the SAMAs appeared to be potentrally cost- beneficial.
However, four SAMAs appeared to be within a factor of three of being cost- beneficial. These
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involve improving/enhancing procedures for foad shedding, which would improve direct current
(DC) reliability (SAMA B11); improving procedures and hardware changes for use of cross-tied
component cooling or service water (SW) pumps (SAMA G04), adding redundant DC control
power for the SW pumps (SAMA G12c); and developing procedure(s) to instruct operators to

trip unneeded residual heat removal/core spray pumps on loss of room ventilation (SAMA G17).

TVA performed a more detailed assessment of each of these SAMAs to more realistically
estimate the risk reduction and/or implementation costs for each SAMA. Based on the
re-assessment, none of the SAMAs are within a factor of three of being cost-beneficial.

5.2.6 Conclusions

The staff reviewed the TVA SAMA analysis and concluded that the methods used and the
implementation of those methods were sound. The treatment of SAMA benefits and costs; the
generally large negative net benefits, and the inherently small baseline risks support the .
general conclusion that the SAMA evaluations performed by TVA are reasonable and sufficient
for the license renewal submittal. :

The staff considered the impact if the cost and benefits were increased by a factor of three to -
account for uncertainties and determined that four SAMAs could be potentially cost-beneficial.
TVA re-examined each of these SAMAs and provided a more realistic estimate of their. benefits
and/or implementation costs. As a result of this reassessment, the cost-benefit analyses
showed that none of the candidate SAMAs were cost-beneficial.

The staff concludes that none of the candidate SAMAs are cost-beneficial. This conclusion is
consistent with the low residual level of risk indicated in the BFN PSA and the fact that BFN has
already implemented many plant improvements identified from the Individual Plant Examination
(IPE) and IPEEE processes, with the exception of the removal of the transformers, which is
scheduled to occur in the future.
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6.0 Environmental Impacts of the Uranium
Fuel Cycle and Solid Waste Management

Environmental issues associated with the uranium fuel cycle and solid waste management are
discussed in the Generic Environmental Impact Statement for License Renewal of Nuclear - -
Plants (GEIS), NUREG-1437, Volumes 1 and 2 (NRC 1996, 1999)®. The GEIS includes a
determination of whether the analysis of the environmental issue could be applied to all plants .
and whether additional mitigation measures would be warranted Issues are then assigned a
Category 1 or a Category 2 designation. As set forth in the GEIS, Category 1 issues are those
that meet all of the following criteria: e )

(1) The environmental impacts assocrated wrth the |ssue have been determined to apply either
‘to all plants or, for some issues, to plants havrng a specific type of cooling system or other -
" specified plant or site charactenstlcs - .

(2 A single significanc’:e level (i.e., SMALL’ M’ODNERATE or LARGE) has been assigned to the
impacts (except for collective offsite radiological |mpacts from the fuel cycle and from high-
level waste and spent fuel disposal). i - :

(3) Mitigation of adverse impacts assocrated wrth the issue has been consrdered in the analysrs
and it has been determined that additional plant-specmc mitigation meastres are hkely not
to be sufficiently beneficial to warrant implementation.

For issues that meet the three Category 1 criteria, no additional plant-specific analysis is
required unless new and significant information is identified.

Category 2 issues are those that do not meet one or more of the criteria for Category 1, and
therefore, additional plant-specific review of these issues is required.

This chapter addresses the issues that are related to the uranium fuel cycle and solid waste
management during the license renewal term that are listed in Table B-1 of Title 10 of the Code
of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, and are applicable to Browns
Ferry Nuclear Plant, Units 1, 2, and 3 (BFN). The generic potential radiological and
nonradiological environmental impacts of the uranium fuel cycle and transportation of nuclear
fuel and wastes are described in detail in the GEIS based, in part, on the generic impacts
provided in 10 CFR 51.51(b), Table S-3, “Table of Uranium Fuel Cycle Environmental Data,”
and in 10 CFR 51.52(c), Table S-4, “Environmental Impact of Transportation of Fuel and Waste

(a) The GEIS was originally issued in 1996. Addendum 1 to the GEIS was issued in 1999. Hereafter, all
references to the “GEIS” include the GEIS and its Addendum 1.
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to and from One Light-Water-Cooled Nuclear Power Reactor.” The GEIS also addresses the
impacts from radon-222 and technetium-99. There are no Category 2 issues for the uranium
fuel cycle and solid waste management.

6.1 The Uranium Fuel Cycle

Category 1 issues in 10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1, that are applicable to
BFN from the uranium fuel cycle and solid waste management are listed in Table 6-1.

Table 6-1. Category 1 Issues Applicable to the Uranium Fuel Cycle and Solid Waste
Management During the License Renewal Term

ISSUE—10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1 GEIS Section
URANIUM FUEL CYCLE AND WASTE MANAGEMENT

Offsite radiological impacts (individual effects from other than the 6.1;6.2.1;6.2.2.1;6.2.2.3;

disposal of spent fuel and high-level waste) 6.2.3;6.2.4; 6.6

Oftsite radiological impacts (collective effects) 6.1;6.2.2.1;6.2.3;6.2.4; 6.6

Offsite radiological impacts (spent fuel and high-level waste) 6.1;6.2.2.1;6.2.3;6.2.4; 6.6

Nonradiological impacts of the uranium fuel cycle 6.1;6.2.2.6;6.2.2.7; 6.2.2.8;
6.2.2.9;6.2.3; 6.2.4; 6.6

Low-level waste storage and disposal 6.1;6.2.2.2,6.4.2; 6.4.3;

6.4.3.1;6.4.3.2; 6.4.3.3;
6.4.4;6.4.4.1,6.44.2;
6.4.4.3;6.4.4.4,6.4.4.5;
6.4.4.5.1;6.4.4.5.2,
6.4.4.5.3; 6.4.4.5.4;
6.4.4.6,6.6

Mixed waste storage and disposal 6.4.5.1;6.4.5.2; 6.4.5.3;
6.4.5.4;6.4.5.5; 6.4.5.6;
6.4.5.6.1;6.4.5.6.2;
6.4.5.6.3;6.4.5.6.4; 6.6

Onsite spent fuel 6.1; 6.4.6; 6.4.6.1;6.4.6.2;
6.4.6.3; 6.4.6.4; 6.4.6.5;
6.4.6.6,6.4.6.7, 6.6

Nonradiological waste 6.1;6.5; 6.5.1; 6.5.2; 6.5.3;
6.6
Transportation 6.1; 6.3.1; 6.3.2.3; 6.3.3;

6.3.4; 6.6, Addendum 1
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The Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) stated in its Environmental Report (ER) (TVA 2003) that
it is not aware of any new and significant mformatron associated with renewal of the BFN
operating licenses. The staff has not identified any new and srgmflcant mformatlon durrng its
independent review of the TVA ER, the scoplng process, the staff’s site vrsnt orits evaluatlon of
other available information, such as operallon at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t).
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no impacts related to these issues beyond those
discussed in the GEIS. -For these issues, the staff concluded in the GEIS that the impacts are
SMALL except for collective offsite radrologlcal |mpacts from the fuel cycle and from HLW and
spent fuel disposal, as discussed below, and that additional plant- specrflc mitigation measures
are not likely to be suffrcrently beneficial to be warranted -

A brief descnptron of the staff review and the GEIS conclusrons as codified in Table B-1,

10 CFR Part 51, for each of these issues follows

. Offsrte radlolomcal impacts (mdrvrdual effecfs from other than the dlsposal of spent fuel
and high level waste). Based on information in. the GEIS, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC or Commission) found that S

Off-site impacts of the uranium fuel cycle have been considered by the

.Commission in Table S-3 of this part [10 CFR 51.51(b)]. Based on information in
- . the GEIS, impacts on individuals from radroacfrve gaseous and Irqund releases

including radon-222 and technetlum-99 are small
The staff has not ldentlfled any new and sngnrflcant |nformatlon durlng its mdependent A
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t)..
Therefore, the staff concludes that there’ are no offsite radrologlcal rmpacts of the uranium
fuel cycle durrng the license renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.

N3 f '.

» Oftsite radroloqrcal |mpacts (collectlve effects) Based on lnformatlon rn the GElS the
Commission found that TS TRV

The 100 year envrronmental dose commrtment to the u.S. populatron from the
fuel cycle, high level waste and spent fuel drsposal excepted, is calculated to be
about 14,800 person rem [148 person Sv] or 12 cancer fatalities, for each
additional 20-year power reactor operatrng term Much of this, especrally the
contribution of radon releases from mines and talllng plles consrsts of tiny doses
summed over large populatlons Thrs same dose calculafron can theoretrcally be
extended to include many tiny. doses over addltronal thousands of years as well
as doses outside the U.S. The result of such a calculation would be thousands
of cancer fatalities from the fuel cycle, but this result assumes that even tiny
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doses have some statistical adverse health effect which will not ever be
mitigated (for example no cancer cure in the next thousand years), and that
these doses projected over thousands of years are meaningful. However, these
assumptions are questionable. In particular, science cannot rule out the
possibility that there will be no cancer fatalities from these tiny doses. For
perspective, the doses are very small fractions of regulatory limits and even
smaller fractions of natural background exposure to the same populations.

Nevertheless, despite all the uncertainty, some judgement as to the regulatory
NEPA [National Environmental Policy Act] implications of these matters should
be made and it makes no sense to repeat the same judgement in every case.
Even taking the uncertainties into account, the Commission concludes that these
impacts are acceptable in that these impacts would not be sufficiently large to
require the NEPA conclusion, for any plant, that the option of extended operation
under 10 CFR Part 54 should be eliminated. Accordingly, while the Commission
has not assigned a single level of significance for the collective effects of the fuel
cycle, this issue is considered Category 1.

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t).
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no offsite radiological impacts (collective
effects) from the uranium fuel cycle during the license renewal term beyond those
discussed in the GEIS.

» Qffsite radiological impacts (spent fuel and high level waste disposal). Based on
information in the GEIS, the Commission found that

For the high level waste and spent fuel disposal component of the fuel cycle,

~ there are no current regulatory limits for offsite releases of radionuclides for the
current candidate repository site. However, if we assume that limits are
developed along the lines of the 1995 National Academy of Sciences (NAS)
report [NAS 1995], “Technical Bases for Yucca Mountain Standards,” and that in
accordance with the Commission’s Waste Confidence Decision, 10 CFR 51.23, a
repository can and likely will be developed at some site which will comply with
such limits, peak doses to virtually all individuals will be 100 millirem [1 mSv] per
year or less. However, while the Commission has reasonable confidence that
these assumptions will prove correct, there is considerable uncertainty since the
limits are yet to be developed, no repository application has been completed or

NUREG-1437, Supplement 21 6-4 June 2005




Fuel Cycle

reviewed, and uncertainty is inherent in the models used to evaluate possible
pathways to the human environment: sThe NAS report indicated that 100 millirem
[1 mSv] per year should be considered as a starting point for limits for individual _
doses, but notes that some measure of consensus exists among national and
international bodies that the limits should be a fraction of the 100 millirem .
[1 mSv] per year. The lifetime individual nsk from 100 millirem {1 mSv] annual
dose limit is about 3x 103, C- :

Lar -
Estlmatlng cumulative doses to populatlons over thousands of years is more
problematic. The likelihood and consequences of events that could seriously
compromise the integrity of a deep geologic repository were evaluated by the

" Department of Energy in the “Final Environmental Impact Statement
Management of Commercially Generated Radioactive Waste ” October 1980

- [DOE 1980]. The evaluation estlmated the 70-year whole- body dose

- commitment to the maximum individual -and to the regional population resultlng

- - from several modes of breaching a reference repository in the year of closure,
after 1,000 years, after 100,000 years, and after 100,000,000 years. .
Subsequently, the NRC and other federal agencies have expended consrderable _

- -effort to develop models for the design and for the licensing of a high level waste )
repository, especially for the candidate repository at Yucca Mountain. More

- meaningful estimates of doses to population may be possible in the future as-

- more is understood about the performance of the proposed Yucca Mountam
repository. Such estimates would involve very great uncertalnty especrally with
respect to cumulative populatlon doses over thousands of years. The standard
proposed by the NAS is a limit on maximum individual dose. The relatlonshlp of

- potential new regulatory requirements, based on the NAS report and cumulative’ _
population impacts has not been determined, although the report articulates the .
view that protection of individuals will adequately protect the population fora
repository at Yucca Mountain. However, EPA’s generic repository standards in

- 40 CFR part 191 generally provide an indication of the order of magnltude of

- -..cumulative risk to population that could result from the hcensmg of a Yucca .
Mountain repository, assuming the ultimate standards will be within the range of .
.. standards now under consideration.: The standards in 40 CFR part 191 protect B
"7 the populatlon byi |mposmg contamment reqwrements that limit the cumulatlve

......

releases and associated health consequences in the range between 10 and
100 premature cancer deaths with an upper limit of 1,000 premature cancer
deaths world-wide for a 100,000 metric tonne (MT) repository.

AR U
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Nevertheless, despite all the uncertainty, some judgement as to the regulatory
NEPA implications of these matters should be made and it makes no sense to
repeat the same judgement in every case. Even taking the uncertainties into
account, the Commission concludes that these impacts are acceptable in that
these impacts would not be sufficiently large to require the NEPA conclusion, for

. any plant, that the option of extended operation under 10 CFR part 54 should be
eliminated. Accordingly, while the Commission has not assigned a single level of
significance for the impacts of spent fuel and high level waste disposal, this issue
is considered Category 1.

On February 15, 2002, based on a recommendation by the Secretary of Energy, the
President recommended the Yucca Mountain site for the development of a repository for the
geologic disposal of spent nuclear fuel and high-level nuclear waste. The U.S. Congress
approved this recommendation on July 9, 2002, in Joint Resolution 87, which designated
Yucca Mountain as the repository for spent nuclear waste. On July 23, 2002, the President
signed Joint Resolution 87 into law; Public Law 107-200, 116 Stat. 735 (2002) designates
Yucca Mountain as the repository for spent nuclear waste. This development does not
represent new and significant information with respect to the offsite radiological impacts
from license renewal related to disposal of spent nuclear fuel and high-level nuclear waste.

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) developed Yucca Mountain-specific
repository standards, which were subsequently adopted by the NRC in 10 CFR Part 63. In
an opinion, issued July 9, 2004, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia
Circuit (the Court) vacated EPA’s radiation protection standards for the candidate
repository, which required compliance with certain dose limits over a 10,000 year period.
The Court’s decision also vacated the compliance period in NRC's licensing criteria for the
candidate repository in 10 CFR Part 63.

Therefore, for the high-level waste and spent fuel disposal component of the fuel cycle,
there is some uncertainty with respect to regulatory limits for offsite releases of radioactive
nuclides for the current candidate repository site. However, prior to promulgation of the
affected provisions of the Commission’s regulations, we assumed that limits would be
developed along the lines of the 1995 National Academy of Sciences report, Technical
Bases for Yucca Mountain Standards, and that in accordance with the Commission’s Waste
Confidence Decision, 10 CFR 51.23, a repository that would comply with such limits could
and likely would be developed at some site. Peak doses to virtually all individuals would be
1 mSv (100 mrem) per year or less.

Despite the current uncertainty with respect to these rules, some judgment as to the
regulatory NEPA implications of offsite radiological impacts of spent fuel and high-level
waste disposal should be made. The staff concludes that these impacts are acceptable in
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that the impacts would not be sufficiently large to require the NEPA conclus:on that the
option of extended operation under 10 CFR Part 54 should be eliminated.” §
The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, including operation at a-combined total of 11,856 MW(t). Therefore,
the staff concludes that there are no offsite radiological impacts related to spent fuel and
HLW dlsposal dunng the license renewal term beyond those dlscussed in the GEIS

. Nonradlolomcal impacts of the uranium fuel cvcle Based on mformatuon ln the GEIS
the Commission found that IO TR

The nonradiological impacts of the uranium fuel cycle resulting from the renewal :
of an operatmg license for any plant are found to be small.

~ Trtes
(R

The staff has not ldentmed any new and ssgmﬁcant information dunng its mdependent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process; the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11 ,856 MW(t)
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no nonradiological impacts of the uranlum fuel
cycle during the license renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.

» Low-level waste storage and dlsposal Based on mformatlon in the GEIS the
Commission found that - [ SO ST

S NNV
The comprehenswe regulatory controls that are in place and the Iow pubhc o
doses being achieved at reactors ensure that the radiological impacts to the
environment will remain small during the term of a renewed license. The
maximum additional on-site land that may be required for low-level waste .
. storage during the term of a renewed hcense and associated ampacts will be
small. Nonradiological impacts on air.and water will be negligible. The .
radiological and nonradiological environmental impacts of long-term dlsposal of
low-level waste from any. individual plant at licensed sites are small. In addition,
the Commission concludes that there is reasonable assurance that sufficient low-
level waste disposal capacity will be made available when needed for facilities to . .
be decommlssmned consistent with NRC decommnssnonlng requirements.
The staff has not identified any new and sngnmcant mformatuon dunng its mdependent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t)
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no impacts of low-level waste storage and
'disposal associated with the license renewal term beyond those dlscussed in the GEIS

June 2005 6-7 NUREG-1437, Supplement 21

|



Fuel Cycle

« Mixed waste storage and disposal. Based on information in the GEIS, the Commission

found that

The comprehensive regulatory controls and the facilities and procedures that are
in place ensure proper handling and storage, as well as negligible doses and
exposure to toxic materials for the public and the environment at all plants.
License renewal will not increase the small, continuing risk to human health and
the environment posed by mixed waste at all plants. The radiological and
nonradiological environmental impacts of long-term disposal of mixed waste from
any individual plant at licensed sites are small. In addition, the Commission
concludes that there is reasonable assurance that sufficient mixed waste
disposal capacity will be made available when needed for facilities to be
decommissioned consistent with NRC decommissioning requirements.

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t).
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no impacts of mixed waste storage and
disposal associated with the license renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.

Onsite spent fuel. Based on information in the GEIS, the Commission found that

The expected increase in the volume of spent fuel from an additional 20 years of
operation can be safely accommodated on site with small environmental effects
through dry or pool storage at all plants if a permanent repository or monitored
retrievable storage is not available.

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t).
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no impacts of onsite spent fuel associated with
the license renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.

Nonradiological waste. Based on information in the GEIS, the Commission found that

No changes to generating systems are anticipated for license renewal. Facilities
and procedures are in place to ensure continued proper handling and disposal at
all plants.

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
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available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t). ..
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no nonradiological waste impacts during the
hcense renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.
v e,\.‘-_":r S
. Transportatlon Based on information contalned in the GEIS, the Commlssmn found
that . ; :

The impacts of transporting spent fuel enriched up to 5 percent uranium-235 with
average burnup for the peak rod to current levels approved by NRC up to
62,000 MWdJ/MTU and the cumulative impacts of transporting high-level waste to .
a single repository, such as Yucca Mountain, Nevada are found to be consistent L
with the impact values contained in 10 CFR 51.52(c), Summary SR
Table S-4—Environmental Impact of Transportation of Fuel and Waste to and

- from One Light-Water-Cooled Nuclear-Power Reactor. If fuel enrichment or

- burnup conditions are not met, the applicant must submit an assessment of the
nmphcatlons for the environmental |mpact values reported in § 51.52.

. BFN meets the fuel-enrichment and burnup condmons set forth in Addendum 1 to the GEIS
The staff has not identified any new and significant information dunng its lndependent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t).
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no impacts of transportation associated with
the license renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.

6.2 References

10 CFR Part 51. Code of Federal Regulations, Title 10, Energy, Part 51, “Environmental
Protection Regulations for Domestic Licensing and Related Regulatory Functions.”

10 CFR Part 54. Code of Federal Regulations, Title 10, Energy, Part 54, “Requirements for
Renewal of Operating Licenses for Nuclear Power Plants.”

10 CFR Part 63. Code of Federal Regulations, Title 10, Energy, Part 63, “Disposal of High-
Level Radioactive Wastes in a Geologic Repository at Yucca Mountain, Nevada.”

40 CFR Part 191. Code of Federal Regulations, Title 40, Protection of Environment, Part 191,

“Environmental Radiation Protection Standards for Management and Disposal of Spent Nuclear
Fuel, High-Level and Transuranic Radioactive Waste.”
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National Academy of Sciences (NAS). 1995. Technical Bases for Yucca Mountain Standards.
Washington, D.C.

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, as amended, 42 USC 4321, et. seq.

Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA). 2003. Applicant’s Environmental Report — Operating
License Renewal Stage, Browns Ferry Units 1, 2, and 3. Tennessee Valley Authority, Knoxville,
Tennessee. ‘

U.S. Department of Energy (DOE). 1980. Final Environmental Impact Statement:
Management of Commercially Generated Radioactive Waste. DOE/EIS-0046F,
Washington, D.C.

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC). 1996. Generic Environmental Impact Statement
for License Renewal of Nuclear Plants. NUREG-1437, Volumes 1 and 2, Washington, D.C.

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC). 1999. Generic Environmental Impact Statement
for License Renewal of Nuclear Plants, Main Report, “Section 6.3 — Transportation, Table 9.1,
Summary of findings on NEPA issues for license renewal of nuclear power plants, Final
Report.” NUREG-1437, Volume 1, Addendum 1, Washington, D.C.:
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7.0 Environmental Impacts of Decommissioning

Environmental impacts from the activities associated with the decommlssronmg of any reactor
before or at the end of an initial or renewed license are evaluated in the Generic Environmental
Impact Statement for Decommissioning of Nuclear Facilities Regarding the Decommissioning of
Nuclear Power Reactors, NUREG-0586, Supplement 1 (NRC 2002). The staff’s evaluation of -
the environmental impacts of decommissioning presented in Supplement 1 resulted in a range
of rmpacts for each environmental issue. These results may be used by licensees as a startmg
point for a p|ant specific evaluation of the decommrssronlng impacts at their facilities.

The incremental environmental impacts assocrated wnth decommissioning actrvmes resulting
from continued plant operation during the renewal term are evaluated in the Generic
Environmental Impact Statement for License Renewal of Nuclear Plants (GEIS), NUREG 1437
Volumes 1 and 2 (NRC 1996, 1999).® The evaluation in NUREG-1437 includesa .
determination of whether the analysis of the environmental issue could be applied to all plants
and whether additional mitigation measures would be warranted. Issues are then assigned a
Category 1 or a Category 2 designation. As set forth in the GEIS, Category 1 issues are those
that meet all of the following criteria: D ,

(1) The environmental |mpacts associated with the isstie have been determined to apply either
to all plants or, for some issues, to plants havrng a specmc type of coolmg system or other
specified plant or site charactenstlcs .

(2) A single significance level (i.e., SMALL, MODERATE, or LARGE) has been assrgned to the
impacts (except for collective offsite radiological impacts from the fuel cycle and from high-
level waste and spent fuel disposal). :

(3) Mitigation of adverse impacts associated with the issue has been considered in the"analy'srs
and it has been determined that additional plant-specific mitigation measures are hkely not
- to be sufficiently beneficial to warrant implementation. _ :

For issues that meet the three Category 1 criteria; no additional plant-specmc analysis is
required unless new and significant information is identified. - :

Category 2 issues are those that do not meet 6ne or more of the criteria for Category 1, and
therefore, additional plant-specific review of these issues is required. There are no Category 2
issues related to decommrssronmg '* : : ,

(a) The GEIS was originally issued in 1996. Addendum 1 to the GEIS was issued in 1999. Hereatter, all
references to the “GEIS” include the GEIS and its Addendum 1.
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Environmental Impacts of Decommissioning

7.1 Decommissioning

Category 1 issues in Table B-1 of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 51,
Subpart A, Appendix B that are applicable to Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant, Units 1, 2, and 3
decommissioning following the renewal term are listed in Table 7-1. Tennessee Valley
Authority (TVA) stated in its Environmental Report (ER) (TVA 2003) that it is aware of no new
and significant information regarding the environmental impacts of Browns Ferry Nuclear Plant,
Units 1, 2, and 3 license renewal. The staff has not identified any new and significant
information during its independent review of the TVA ER, the staff’s site visit, the scoping
process, or its evaluation of other available information, such as operation at a combined total
power level of 11,856 MW(t):" Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no impacts related
to these issues beyond.those discussed in the GEIS. For all of these issues, the staff
concluded in the GEIS that the impacts are SMALL, and additional plant-specific mitigation
measures are not likely to be sufficiently beneficial to be warranted.

Table 7-1. Category 1 Issues Applicable to the Decommissioning of Browns Ferry Nuclear
Power Plant, Units 1, 2,and 3 Following the License Renewal Term

ISSUE—10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A,

Appendix B, Table B-1 - GEIS Section
DECOMMISSIONING
Radiation Doses 73.1;7.4
Waste Management 732,74
Air Quality 733,74
Water Quality 7.3.4;7.4
Ecological Resources 7.3.5;7.4
Socioeconomic Impacts 7.3.7;7.4

A brief description of the staff’s review and the GEIS conclusions, as codified in Table B-1, for
each of the issues follows:

» Radiation doses. Based on information in the GEIS, the Commission found that
Doses to the public will be well below applicable regulatory standards regardless
of which decommissioning method is used. Occupational doses would increase

no more than 1 man-rem [0.01 person-Sv] caused by buildup of long-lived
radionuclides during the license renewal term.
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The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the staff’s site visit, the scoping process, or its evaluation of other
available mformatron such as operation'at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t).
Therefore, the staff concludes that there ‘are no radiation dose impacts associated with
decommissioning following the license renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.

. Waste management Based on mformatron in the GEIS the Commrssron found that
Decommlssromng atthe end of a 20-year Iicense renewal period would generate
no more solid wastes than at the end of the current license term.-No increase in -
the quantities of Class C or greater than Class C wastes would be expected.

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the staff’s site visit, the scoping process, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t).
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no impacts from solid waste associated with
decommissioning following the license renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.

+ Air quality. Based on information in the GEIS the Commlssron found that
Air quality |mpacts of decommlssronlng are expected to be negllglble elther at
" the end of the current operating term or at the end of the license renewal term

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent .
review of the TVA ER, the staff’s site visit, the scoping process, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t). -
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no impacts on air quality associated with
decommissioning following the license renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.

« Water quality. Based on information in the GEIS, the Commission found that -

The potential for signlficant water qualrty |mpacts from erosron or spllls is no Ny
greater whether decommrssronlng occurs after a 20-year license renewal penod
or after the original 40-year operation period, and measures are readily available =
to avoid such impacts. ... .. .- .. -

--\'/‘.

The staff has not rdentlfied any new and srgnmcant information durmg its mdependent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit,or its evaluation of other
available mformation such as operatlon at a combrned total power Ievel of 11,856 MW(t)
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no lmpacts on water quality associated with
decommissioning following the license renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.
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« Ecological resources. Based on information in the GEIS, the Commission found that

Decommissioning after either the initial operating period or after a 20-year
license renewal period is not expected to have any direct ecological impacts.

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t).
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no impacts on ecological resources associated
with decommissioning following the license renewal term beyond those discussed in the
GEIS.

« Socioeconomic Impacts. Based on information in the GEIS, the Commission found that

Decommissioning would have some short-term socioeconomic impacts. The
impacts would not be increased by delaying decommissioning until the end of a
20-year relicense period, but they might be decreased by population and
economic growth.

The staff has not identified any new and significant information during its independent
review of the TVA ER, the scoping process, the staff’s site visit, or its evaluation of other
available information, such as operation at a combined total power level of 11,856 MW(t).
Therefore, the staff concludes that there are no socioeconomic impacts associated with
decommissioning following the license renewal term beyond those discussed in the GEIS.

7.2 References

10 CFR Part 51. Code of Federal Regulations, Title 10, Energy, Part 51, “Environmental
Protection Regulations for Domestic Licensing and Related Regulatory Functions.”

Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA). 2003. Applicant’s Environmental Report — Operating
License Renewal Stage, Browns Ferry Units 1, 2, and 3. Tennessee Valley Authority, Knoxville,
Tennessee.

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC). 1996. Generic Environmental Impact Statement
for License Renewal of Nuclear Plants. NUREG-1437, Volumes 1 and 2, Washington, D.C.

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC). 1999. Generic Environmental Impact Statement
for License Renewal of Nuclear Plants, Main Report, “Section 6.3 — Transportation, Table 9.1,
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Summary of findings on NEPA issues for license renewal of nuclear power plants, Final
Report.” NUREG-1437, Volume 1, Addendum 1, Washington, D.C.

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC). 2002. Generic Environmental Impact Statement
on Decommissioning of Nuclear Facilities. Supplement 1 Regarding the Decommissioning of
Nuclear Power Reactors. Final Report. NUREG-0586, Supplement 1, Volumes 1 and 2.
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation, Washington, D.C.
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8.0 Environmental Impacts of Alternatives
to Operating License Renewal

JooaN T
Thts chapter exammes the potentlal envrronmental |mpacts assocrated with denyrng the renewal
of the operating licenses (OLs) (i.e., the’ no actron alternative) for Browns Ferry Nuclear Power
Plant, Units 1, 2, and 3 (BFN); the potentlal envrronmental impacts from electric generatrng
sources other than BFN; the possibility of purchasing electric power from other sources to
replace power generated by BFN and the assocnated environmental impacts; the potential
environmental impacts from a combination of generatlng and conservation measures; and other
generation alternatives that were deemed unsurtable for replacement of power generated by B
BFN. The envrronmental impacts are evaluated using the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory -
Commission’s (NRC's) three-level standard of S|gn|f|cance SMALL, MODERATE, or LARGE —
developed using the Council on Environmental Quality guidelines and set forth in the footnotes
to Table B-1-of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Ftegulatlons (CFR) Part 51, Subpart A,
Appendix B: e
SMALL - Environmental effects are not detectable or are so minor that they will neither
- destabilize nor noticeably alter any important attribute of the resource.

MODERATE Envnronmental effects are suff:crent to alter noticeably, but not to h
destabthze rmportant attributes of the resource

LARGE Envrronmental effects are clearl)} notrceable and are sutfrcnent to destablllze
|mportant attributes of the resource.

The impact categories evaluated in this chapter are the same as those used in the Generic
Environmental Impact Statement for Llcense Renewal of Nuclear Plants (GEIS), NUREG- 1437
Volumes 1 and 2 (NRC 1996, 1 999)‘3’ with the addrtlonal impact categones of envrronmental
justice and transportation.

8.1 No-Action Alternative

NRC's regulations implementing the National Envrronmental Pollcy Act of 1969 (NEPA) specify
that the no-action alternative be drscussed ln an 'NRC environmental impact statement (EIS)~
(10 CFR Part 51, Subpart A, Appendlx 'A{4)).- For license renewal, the no-action alternative .
refers to a scenario in which NRC would not renew the OLs for the three BFN units. The
Tennessee Valley Authonty (TVA) would then decommrssmn the three BFN units after plant
operations cease.

TS,

(a) The GEIS was originally issued in 1996. Addendum 1 to the GEIS was issued in 1 999,A_t-_tereatt_er, afl
references to the “GEIS” include the GEIS and its Addendum 1.
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TVA states in its Environmental Report (ER) (TVA 2003) that if renewal of the Unit 1 OL is
denied, further work on Unit 1 recovery and restart would terminate because restart would be
economically infeasible. Operation of Units 2 and 3 would cease upon expiration of their OLs
in 2014 and 2016, respectively. TVA would likely concurrently decommission all three units
after the expiration of the Unit 3 OL (TVA 2003).

Under the no-action alternative, replacement of BFN electricity g‘enera_tion capacity would be
met by (1) TVA generating alternatives other than BFN, (2) power purchased from other
electricity providers, (3) demand-side management (DSM) and energy conservation, or

(4) some combination of these options. The environmental impacts associated with alternative
generation technologies are discussed in Section 8.2.

TVA will be requi'red to comply with NRC decommissioning requirements at 10 CFR 50.82
whether or not the BFN OLs are renewed. If the OLs are renewed, decommissioning activities
may be postponed for up to an additional 20 years.

The environmental impacts associated with decommissioning under both license renewal and
the no-action alternative would be bounded by the discussion of impacts in Chapter 7 of the
GEIS, Chapter 7 of this supplemental environmental impact statement (SEIS), and Supplement
1 to the Final Generic Environmental Impact Statement on Decommissioning of Nuclear
Facilities Regarding the Decommissioning of Nuclear Power Reactors (NRC 2002). The
impacts of decommissioning after 60 years of operation are not expected to be significantly
different from those occurring after 40 years of operation.

The environmental impacts resulting from the no-action alternative are summarized in Table 8-1
and are discussed in the following paragraphs. Implementation of the no-action alternative
would also have certain positive impacts in that adverse environmental impacts associated with
the current operation of BFN would be eliminated.

Table 8-1. Summary of Environmental Impacts of the No-Action Alternative at the Browns Ferry
Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1, 2, and 3

Impact Category Impact Comment

Land Use SMALL  Onsite impacts expected to be temporary. No offsite
impacts expected.

Ecology SMALL  Impacts to ecology are expected to be temporary and can
be mitigated using best management practices.

Water Use and Quality SMALL  Water use would decrease. Water quality unlikely to be
adversely affected.

Air Quality SMALL Greatest impact is likely to be from fugitive dust; impact

can be mitigated using best management practices.
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Tahli_e‘ ~8-1. (contd)

Impact Category -~ 777 Impact o Comment

Waste o ’ - SMALL Low-level radioactive waste (LLW) would be disposed of -.
in licensed facilities. High-level radioactive waste (HLW)
can be safely stored until a permanent HLW reposntory is

available.
Human Health SMALL  Radiological doses to workers and members of the public
R -7 i, -are expected to be within regulatory limits and

et comparable to, or lower than, doses from operatlng
plants Occupational injuries are possible, but injury rates -
‘at nuclear power plants are below the U.S. average -
industnal rate. o
Socioeconomics MODERATE Decrease in employment in Limestone County and
surrounding counties and tax revenues in Limestone -
County.
Aesthetics SMALL  Positive impact from eventual removal of buildings and . .
structures. Some noise impact during decommissioning
operat:ons

Historic and Archaeologlcal Resources SMALL - " Minimal |mpact on land utilized dunng plant operations. = -
: “iLLand occupied by BFN would likely be retained by TVA -
. = tfor other purposes. .
Environmental Justice SMALL‘ -, Some loss of employment opportumtles and socual
..programs is expected.

8.1.1 Land Use

Temporary changes in onsite land use could occur during decommissioning. Temporary
changes may include addition or expansion of staging and laydown areas or construction of
mining would no longer occur. In the GEIS the staff estlmated that approxnmately 400 ha _
(1000 ac) would be affected for mining the uranium and processing it during the operatmg In‘e of
a 1000-megawatt-electric (MW[e]) nuclear.power. plant (NRC 1996). Followmg .
decommissioning, the land occupied by BFN ‘would llkely be retained by TVA for other
purposes. It is expected that the existing transmlssxon system, including nghts-of way, would
be retained. Eventual sale or transfer of the Iand ~occupied by the plant, however, could result
in changes to land use. Notwithstanding this possibility, the |mpacts of the no-actlon alternatlve
on Iand use are considered SMALL. .. ... . .

8.1.2 Ecology
Impacts on aquatic ecology could result from removal of in-water pipes and structures. Any

impacts to aquatic ecology would likely be short term and could be mitigated. The aquatic
environment is expected to recover naturally. Impacts on the terrestrial ecology could occur as

June 2005 8-3 NUREG-1437, Supplement 21



Alternatives

a result of land disturbance for additional laydown yards, stockpiles, and support facilities. Land
disturbance is expected to be minimal and result in relatively short-term impacts that can be
mitigated using best management practices. The land is expected to recover naturally.

Overall, the ecological impacts associated with decommissioning are considered SMALL.

8.1.3 Water Use and Quality

Cessation of plant operations would resuit in a significant reduction in water use because
reactor cooling would no longer be required. As plant staff size decreases, the demand for
potable water is expected to also decrease. Onsite disposal of demolition debris could result in
minimal impacts to water quality. Overall, water use and quality impacts of decommissioning
are considered SMALL.

8.1.4 Air Quality

Decommissioning activities that can adversely affect air quality include dismantlement of
systems and equipment, demolition of buildings and structures, and the operation of internal
combustion engines. The most likely adverse impact would be the generation of fugitive dust.
Best management practices, such as seeding and wetting, can be used to minimize the
generation of fugitive dust. Overall, air quality impacts associated with decommissioning
activities are considered SMALL.

8.1.5 Waste

Decommissioning activities would result in the generation of radioactive and nonradioactive
waste. The volume of LLW is related to the type and size of the plant, the decommissioning
option chosen, and the waste treatment and volume reduction procedures used. LLW must be
disposed of in a facility licensed by NRC or a State with authority delegated by NRC. Recent
advances in volume reduction and waste processing have significantly reduced waste volumes.
A permanent repository for HLW is not currently available. The NRC has made a generic -
determination that, if necessary, spent fuel generated in any reactor can be stored safely and
without significant environmental impacts for at least 30 years beyond the licensed life for
operation (which may include the term of a revised or renewed license) of that reactor at its
spent fuel storage basin or at either onsite or offsite independent spent fuel storage installations
(10 CFR 51.23(a)). Disposal of nonradioactive waste would be at onsite and offsite licensed
disposal facilities. Overall, waste impacts associated with decommissioning activities are
considered SMALL.
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8.1.6 Human Health

Radiological doses to occupational workers during decommissioning activities are estimated to

average approximately 5 percent of the dose l|m|ts in 10 CFR Part 20, and to be similar to, or
lower than, the doses experienced by workers in operatmg nuclear power plants. - Collective -

doses to members of the public and to the maxrmally exposed individual as a result of decom- - -

missioning activities are estimated to be well bélow the limits in 10 CFR Part 20, and to be .
similar to, or lower than, the doses received from operating nuclear power plants. Occupational
injuries to workers engaged in decommissioning activities are possible. However, historical
injury and fatality rates at nuclear power plants have been lower than the average U.S.

industrial rates. Overall, the human health impacts associated with decommissioning activities

are considered SMALL.

8.1 7 Socioeconomics _

If BFN ceased operatlon there would be a decrease in employment and tax revenues -
associated with the closure. Impacts on employment (primary and secondary) and population -
would occur over a wide area. BFN employees réside in a number of counties; however, -
approximately 75 percent of employees live in Lauderdale, Limestone, Madison, and Morgan
Counties (TVA 2003).

Tax-related impacts would occur primarily in Limestone County and surrounding counties. TVA
makes tax-equivalent payments to states served by TVA which in turn redistribute some of the
tax payments to the counties that are served by TVA power. The distribution of those payments
to political subdivisions in the vicinity of BFN is'discussed in Section 2.2.8.5. . The no-action .-+
alternative would result in the loss of the tax-equivalent payments attributable to BFN as well as
the loss of plant payrolls 20 years earlier than if the OLs were renewed. There would also be
an adverse |mpact on housrng values and the Iocal economy if BFN were to cease operatlons

Both Chapter 7 of the GEIS and Supplement 1 to NUREG 0586 (NRC 2002) note that
socioeconomic impacts would be expected as a result of the decision to close a nuclear power
plant, and that the direction and extent of the overall impacts would depend on the state of the
economy, the net change in workforce at the plant, and the changes in local government tax
receipts. The socioeconomic impact of decommissioning activities themselves is expected to
be minimal. Appendix J of Supplement 1 to NUREG-0586 (NRC 2002) shows that the overall
socioeconomic |mpact of plant closure plus decommrssromng could be greater than small. .

The staff concluded that when the property tax revenue from a nuclear power plant compnses
10 percent or less of the tax revenue of a local jurisdiction, the socioeconomic impacts ‘

associated with the loss of the plant’s tax revenue as a result of plant closure would likely be
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minor. Because the tax payments received by Limestone County from TVA are 10 percent or
less of total tax revenue (see Table 2-12), sociceconomic impacts to Limestone County
resulting from loss of this revenue would be minimal.

TVA employees working at BFN contribute time and money toward community involvement,
including school, churches, charities, and other civic activities. It is likely that with a reduced
presence in the community following decommissioning, community involvement efforts by TVA
and its employees in the region would be less.

Overall, the socioeconomic impécts associated with non-renéwal of the BFN OLs and
decommissioning of BFN Units 1, 2, and 3 are considered MODERATE.

8.1.8 Aesthetics

Decommissioning would result in the eventual dismantlement of buildings and structures at the
BFN site resulting in a positive aesthetic impact. Noise would be generated during decom-
missioning operations that may be detectable offsite; however, the impact is unlikely to be of
large significance. Overall, the aesthetic impacts associated with decommissioning are
considered SMALL.

8.1.9 Historic and Archaeological Resources

The amount of undisturbed land needed to support the decommissioning process would be
relatively small. Activities conducted within operational areas are not expected to have a
detectable effect on important cuitural resources because these areas have likely been
impacted during the operating life of BFN. Minimal disturbance of land outside TVA's
operational area for decommissioning activities is expected. Historic and archaeological
resources on undisturbed portions of the plant site are not expected to be adversely affected.
The site would likely be retained by TVA following decommissioning. Eventual sale or transfer
of the site, however, could result in adverse impacts to cultural resources if the land-use pattern
changes dramatically. Notwithstanding this possibility, the impacts of the no-action alternative .
on historic and archaeological resources are considered SMALL.

8.1.10 Environmental Justice

Current operations at BFN have no disproportionate adverse impacts on the minority and low-
income populations of Limestone County and surrounding counties, and no environmental
pathways have been identified that would cause disproportionate impacts. Closure of the plant
would result in decreased employment opportunities and tax revenues in Limestone County and
surrounding counties as a result of reduced in-lieu-of-tax payments from TVA. Together, these

NUREG-1437, Supplement 21 8-6 June 2005




Alternatives

impacts could result in secondary job losses (such as retail, services, etc.) that could have
negative and disproportionate impacts on minority or low-income populations. Overall,
however, the environmental justice impacts under the no-action alternative are considered
SMALL.

R LT
Rt et T

8.2 Alternative Energy Sources': '

This sectnon dlscusses the envuronmental lmpacts assocuated with alternatlve sources of electnc
power to replace the baseload‘“’ electrrc power generatmg capacxty of BFN assumrng that the
OLs are not renewed. '

The TVA ER states that the comblned generatmg capacnty of BFN Units 1,2, and 3atfull
uprated power will be 3840 MW(e)“” (TVA 2003) ‘This level of power productlon will make o
BFN among the largest, if not the largest, thermal generatlng station in the Unlted States -
(DOEJ/EIA 2002). If the BFN OLs are not renewed it is unlikely that this level of power '
(3840 MW([e]) would be produced from alternative generatlng sources at the BFN site or any
other single alternative site.. For purposes of the Section 8.2 analysis, it is assumed that. |
replacement power production for the 3840 MW(e) will occur at more than one site and that the
BFN site could be one site for siting new alternatlve power generating sources. Sttlng of -
.additional energy sources at the BFN site would Ilkely require TVA to acquire addltlonal Iand
beyond the current site boundary. Such’ acqursmon would be complicated by the fact that there
are nearby residential areas both upriver and downnver from the BFN site; however the S|te o
could be expanded to the northeast ' '

1 A..’._

The order of presentation of alternatlve energy sources in Section 8.2 does not lmply whlch L
alternative would be most likely to occur or to have the least environmental lmpacts The o
following generation alternatives are consndered |n detall

S e « -
RS S

. pulverized coal (Section 8.2.1)

» coal gasification (Section 8.2.2)

(a) A baseload plant normally operates to supply all or part of the minimum continuous load of a system
and consequently produces electricity at an essentially constant rate. Nuclear power plants are
commonly used for baseload generation; that is, these units generally run near full load contmuously

(b) One-MW(e) represents one million watts of electnc capacrty oo
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» natural gas combined-cycle (Section 8.2.3)
= new nuclear (Section 8.2.4).

Consistent with the TVA ER, the principal cooling alternative considered for each alternative
energy plant is closed-cycle wet cooling using mechanical draft cooling towers. For
completeness, the alternative of once-through cooling is considered, although the use of once-
through cooling for newly constructed power plants is limited by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) requirements in 40 CFR Part 125, Subpart I, for cooling water intake
structures for new facilities under Section 316(b) of the Clean Water Act.

The alternative of purchasing power from other sources to replace power generated at BFN is
discussed in Section 8.2.5. Other power generation alternatives and conservation alternatives
considered by the staff and found not to be reasonable replacements for the BFN generation
capacity are discussed in Section 8.2.6. Section 8.2.7 discusses the environmental impacts of
a combination of generation and conservation alternatives.

Each year, the Energy Information Administration (EIA), a component of the U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE), issues an Annual Energy Outlook. The 2004 report projects that combined- o
cycle,” combustion turbine, or distributed generation technology fueled by natural gas is likely '
to account for approximately 62 percent of new electricity generating capacity added between
2002 and 2025 (DOE/EIA 2004). Combined-cycle technology can be used to meet baseload
requirements. Coal-fired plants are projected by EIA to account for approximately 33 percent of
new capacity during this period. Coal-fired plants are generally used to meet baseload
requirements. Renewable energy sources, primarily wind and biomass units, are projected by
EIA to account for the remaining 5 percent of capacity additions. EIA’s projections are based
on the assumption that providers of new generating capacity will seek to minimize cost while
meeting applicable environmental requirements. Combined-cycle plants are projected by EIA
to have the lowest adjusted generation cost for new plants in 2010 (DOE/EIA 2004). Coal-fired
plants are projected to have the lowest adjusted generation cost for new plants in 2025
(DOE/EIA 2004).

EIA projects that oil-fired plants will account for no new generation capacity in the United States
through the year 2025, except for limited industrial combined heat and power applications,
because of higher fuel costs and lower efficiencies (DOE/EIA 2004).

(a) In the combined-cycle unit, hot combustion gases in a combustion turbine rotate the turbine to
generate electricity. Waste combustion heat from the combustion turbine is routed through a
heat-recovery boiler to make steam to generate additional electricity.

NUREG-1437, Supplement 21 8-8 June 2005




Alternatives

EIA’s reference case also prolects that new nuclear power plants will not account for any new
generation capacity in the United States thréugh the year 2025 because of the relative
economics of competing technologies (DOE/EIA 2004). In spite of this projection, a new -
nuclear plant alternative for replacrng power generated by BFN was consrdered in the TVA ER
and is drscussed in Section8.24. = ¢ : :

If an alternative generating technology were selected to replace power generated by BFN,
Units 1, 2, and 3 would be decommissioned. Environmental impacts associated with
decommissioning are discussed in Section 8.1 and are not otherwise addressed in Section 8.2.
8.2.1 Pulverized Coal-Fired Generation =
In a pulverized coal-fired géneratidn"systenii;plec’es of coal are crushed between balls or -
cylindrical rollers. The raw coal is then fed into the pulverizer along with air heated to about -
(343°C) 650°F from the boiler. As the coal is crushed by the rolling action, the hot air both dries
it and moves the usable fine coal powder to a burner in the boiler where it is combusted. -

Inits ER TVA consrdered the constructron of 1200- -MW(e) pulverized coal power stations,
composed of two 600- -MW (e) subcritical units (TVA 2003). At least three of these stations
would be’ needed to replace the generatrng capacrty of BFN. Each unit would have its own -
subcritical steam generator and condensing ‘steam turbine generator. The subcritical steam
generators would be balanced draft pulverized coal furnaces with drum type, single reheat =~
boilers. Each unit would be an eight-heater cycle design with four low-pressure feedwater
heaters, three high- pressure feedwater heaters and a de aerator Ignltron fuel would be No 2
fueloil. - B _ R - g o
Major structures for the pulverized coal-fired facility would include the boiler building, turbine = -
and control building, and limestone preparatron building. TVA assumed a single common
concrete chrmney for each statron wrth dual flues for wet stack gas (TVA 2003)

Tl T

The pulverized coal-fired stations could be locatéd riear the coal supply (i.e.; at the mine
mouth”) or at a location with suitable cooling water that is closer to the loads to be served. For
a mine-mouth plant, the impacts of coal transportatlon would be relatrvely small. However, lime
or limestone, which is used i in the scrubbing’ process for control of sulfur dioxide emissions,® ~
would still need to be delivered to the plant site.” Addmonally, transmlsslon line |mpacts would

(a) In a typical wet scrubber, lime (calcium hydroxide) or limestone (calcium carbonate) is injected as a
shurry into the hot effluent combustion gases to remove entrained sulfur dioxide. The lime-based
scrubbing solution reacts with sulfur dioxide to form calcium sulfite, which precipitates out and is
removed in sludge form.
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likely be greater for a mine-mouth plant than for a plant sited closer to the areas ultimately
needing the power generated at the plant. For a plant not located at the mine mouth, coal
would be delivered by railroad or barge.

Although the license renewal term is only 20 years, the impact of operating coal-fired stations
for 40 years is considered (as a reasonable projection of the operating life of a coal-fired plant).

8.2.1.1 Closed-Cycle Cooling System

The overall impacts of constructing three 1200-MW(e) pulverilzed coal-fired power stations

using closed-cycle cooling are discussed in the following sections and summarized in Table 8-2.

The use of three 1200-MW(e) units is intended to be an approximation of the uprated BFN
capacity; actual capacity of BFN is slightly larger — 3840 MW(e). It is unlikely that the three
1200-MW (e) stations would be located at a single site.

» Land Use

Approximately 400 ha (1000 ac) would be required for construction and operation of each
1200-MW(e) station. This area includes land for a barge unloading facility, the coal pile, a
limestone pile, ash and scrubber solids disposal area, and plant buildings and structures, but it
does not include land for an associated coal mine, transmission lines, access road, and railroad
spur (TVA 2003).

In the GEIS, the staff estimated that approximately 8800 ha (34 m|2) would be affected for
mining the coal and disposing of the waste to support a 1000-MW(e) coal plant during its
operational life (NRC 1996). A replacement coal-fired plant to replace the 3840-MW(e)
capacity of BFN would affect proportionately more land.

Construction of each station would permanently change the land use at the site, and would

most likely involve an irretrievable but moderate loss of forest land and/or farmland. Because

of the use of erosion control practices during and following construction, no significant impacts
to plant site soils are anticipated.

The impacts of three 1200-MW(e) pulverized coal-fired generating stations on land use is best

characterized as MODERATE to LARGE. The impacts would definitely be greater than the
alternative of renewing the BFN OLs.
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Table 8-2. Summary of Environmental Impacts of Pulverized Coal-Fired Generation Using
Closed-Cycle Cooling

Impact Category Impact R e U - Comment

LandUse ~ -~ = MODERATE - Approxlmately1200 ha (3000 ac) for power block; coal handlmg,
o LARGE storage, and transportation facilities; infrastructure facilities; and

waste disposal.“Mining the coal and disposal of waste could

* impact moré than 30,000 ha (120 mi?). Additional land impacts
for limestone mining, electric power transmission lines, rail spurs
-and cooling water intake and discharge pipelines.

Ecology h " MODERATE ~ 'Impacts would depend on location and ecology of the snte
' to LARGE - surface water body used for intake and discharge, and electric
"~ -power transmission line route; potential habitat loss and
fragmentation; reduced productivity and biological diversity;
impacts to terrestrial ecology from cooling tower drift.

WaterUseand . SMALL to _Impacts would depend on the volume of water withdrawn and
Quality . . ) ‘MODERATE dlscharged ‘the constituents in the discharge water, and the
) " characteristics of the surface water body Dlscharges would be
regulated by the State or EPA. S -

Air Quality " - MODERATE  Air emissions from three pulverized coal-fired plants snzed to
replace the uprated BFN capacrty would be approxrmately

' : Sulfur oxndes 13 300 MT/yr (14, 700 tons/yr)
- , Nitrogen oxides ~ 15,900 MT/yr (17,500 tons/yr)
PM,, — 3200 MT/yr (3500 tons/yr)
Carbon monoxide — 4130 MT/yr (4550 tons/yr)

Small amounts of mercury and other hazardous air pollutants and
naturally occumng radioactive materials, mamly uranium and -
thonum ©or o

40 mlllron Mler (44 million tons/yr) of unregulated carbon ,’ : ) ;' '
~ dioxide; " T

Waste o MODERATE For three 1200- MW(e) statrons potentlally marketable material
’ ‘ - ““waste ‘stréams include 900,000 MT/yr (990,000 tons/yr) of fly ash,
+ 224,400 MT/yr (247,500 tons/yr) of bottom ash, and .
1,662,000 MT/yr (1,833,000 tons/yr) of flue gas desulfurization
sludge (gypsum). Unusable waste streams would include’
1695 MT/yr (1869 tons/yr) of raw water treatment sludges and
1062 MT/yr (1170 tons/yr) of general water treatment sludges.

“Human Health SMALL lmpacts are uncertain, but consrdered SMALL in the absence ot
- S T more quanmatlve data.” : . )
ROV SR L S SN

......
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Table 8-2. (contd)

Impact Category Impact Comment

Socioeconomics MODERATE Construction impacts depend on location and how many plants -
are constructed at the location. Limestone County could
experience loss of BFN tax base and employment.

Transportation impacts would result from commuting workers and
delivery of coal and lime/limestone by rail or barge. Overall,
impacts are considered MODERATE.

Aesthetics MODERATE  Impacts would depend on the site selected and the surrounding
to LARGE land features. Power block, exhaust stacks, cooling towers, and-
cooling tower plumes would be visible from nearby areas. If
needed, new electric power transmission lines and/or a rail spur
could have a significant aesthetic impact.

Noise impact from plant operations and intermittent sources such
as rail transportation of coal would be noticeable. Overall, visual
and noise impacts are considered MODERATE to LARGE.

Historic and SMALL New plant locations would necessitate cultural resource studies.
Archeological Any potential impacts can likely be effectively managed.
Resources .

Environmental SMALL to Impacts would vary depending on population distribution at the
Justice MODERATE site. Impacts in Limestone County would be the same as those

under the no-action alternative.

» Ecology

The coal-fired generation alternative would introduce construction impacts and new incremental
operational impacts. Even assuming siting at a previously disturbed area, the impacts would
alter the ecology. Impacts could include wildlife habitat loss, reduced productivity, habitat
fragmentation, and a local reduction in biological dwers:ty Use of cooling makeup water from a
nearby surface water body could have adverse aquatic resource impacts. If needed,
construction and maintenance of a transmission line and a rail spur would have ecological
impacts. There could be impacts to terrestrial ecology from cooling tower drift. Overall, the
ecological impacts would be MODERATE to LARGE.

« Water Use and Quality

Construction of each power station (including transmission lines and access roads) would affect
surface water hydrology, but sites could be chosen to avoid extensive site excavation, filling, or

grading. New construction would disturb the land surface, which may temporarily affect surface
water quality. Potential water quality impacts would consist of suspended solids from disturbed

soils, biochemical oxygen demand, nutrient loading from disturbed vegetation, and oil and
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grease from construction equipment. New construction activities that disturb 2 ha (5 ac) or -
more would require a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit for
storm water discharges from the site to ensure the implementation of best management . - - -
practices and to minimize impacts to surface waters during construction. To minimize the .
impacts of storm water flow erosion during construction, onsite retention areas (storm water
detentio"n.'pond) would be designed to detain storm water from the 25-year, 24-hour rainfall
event. "Runoff detention ponds would be designed to detain runoff within the containment areas
to allow for settling and to reduce peak discharges. - Best management practices would also be . .
required during construction to minimize water quality impacts. Construction would cause no - --
significant consumption of surface water resources. Sanitary waste water would most likely be
routed to a publicly owned treatment works, if available. - If a sanitary waste treatment system
was not available, one would be constructed (TVA 2003)

Dunng operat:on approxrmately 90.5 percent of the 908 L/s (14,400 gal/mrn) plant mtake water .
requirement for each 1200-MW(e) station would be for cooling tower makeup water flow; or -
about 822.7 L/s (13,040 gal/min). This amount of water consumption is normally obtainable -
from river intake or wells with a negligible impact on water availability downstream or in the
vicinity of the plant.” Cooling water for the main ‘condensers and miscellaneous components - -
would be recirculated through the cooling towers, with the blowdown (i.e., the fraction of .
circulated water that is discharged to prevent the buildup of dissolved salts and minerals) and
other plant operational waste water streams subsequently being discharged through diffusers.
A biocide would be used to protect the cooling water system from biological growths.  Cooling -
tower blowdown amounting to 164 L/s (2600 gal/min) is expected to be several times larger
than any other waste water stream, but it would not contain any detectable amounts of priority - -
poliutants.: Plant process waste water streams would include demineralizer regeneration =~
wastes (11.4 L/s [180 gal/min}), steam cycle blowdown (13 L/s [200 gal/min]), and service . -
water/pre-treatment waste and chemical drains (5.80 /s [92 gal/min)).: Plant waste water -
outfalls would also require a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permrt
with established treatment standards and discharge limits. ‘To prevent leachate in storm water -.
runoff from entering the surficial aquifer,the coal storage area and the runoff basin would be -
lined with low-permeability materials. : Runoff streams from the coal pile, fly ash and bottom ash
piles, and gypsum storage area would be collected in the lined recycle basin for reuse (which
would be sized to exceed capacity requirements for the 25-year 24-hour storm event) withno -
direct dlscharge to the surface water (TVA 2003)
Overall, water use and qualrty |mpacts can be characterlzed as SMALL to MODERATE

- I

SRR

ll—..

PN A A

June 2005 8-13+ NUREG-1437, Supplement 21



Alternatives

« Air Quality

The air quality impacts of coal-fired generation vary considerably from those of nuclear
generation due to emissions of sulfur oxides (SO,), nitrogen oxides (NO,), particulates, carbon
monoxide, hazardous air pollutants such as mercury, and naturally occurring radioactive
materials. Estimated emissions for SO;, NO,, PM,, (particulate matter with an aerodynamic
diameter less than or equal to 10 um), and carbon monoxide are shown in Table 8-2. The
emissions are for new pulverized coal-fired plants meeting all applicable regulatory
requirements with a capacity sufficient to replace the power generated at the BFN.

A new coal-fired generating plant would need to meet the new source review requirements in
Title | of the Clean Air Act (42 USC 7491). The plant would need an operating permit issued .
under Title V of the Clean Air Act. The plant would also need to comply with the new source
performance standards for new generating plants in 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart Da. The
standards establish limits for particulate matter and opacity (40 CFR 60.42a), sulfur dioxide
(SO,) (40 CFR 60.43a), and NO, (40 CFR 60.44a).

EPA has various regulatory requirements for visibility protection>in 40 CFR Part 51, Subpart P,
including a specific requirement for review of any new major stationary source in an area
designated as attainment or unclassified under the Clean Air Act.

Section 169A of the Clean Air Act establishes a national goal of preventing future and
remedying existing impairment of visibility in mandatory Class | Federal areas when impairment
results from air pollution caused by human activities. In addition, EPA issued a new regional = .-
haze rule in 1999 (64 FR 35714). The rule specifies that State agencies must establish goals
for reasonable progress toward achieving natural visibility conditions for each mandatory Class |
Federal area located within a state. The reasonable progress goals must provide for an
improvement in visibility for the most-impaired days over the period of the implementation plan
and ensure no degradation in visibility for the least-impaired days over the same period

(40 CFR 51.30(d)(1)). If a new coal-fired power plant were located close to a mandatory Class |
area, additional air pollution control requirements could be imposed.

In 1998, EPA issued a rule requiring 22 eastern states to revise their state implementation
plans to reduce NO, emissions. Nitrogen oxide emissions contribute to violations of the
national ambient air quality standard for ozone (40 CFR 50.9). The total amount of NO, that
can be emitted by each of the 22 states in the year 2007 ozone season (May 1 through
September 30, 2007) is specified in 40 CFR 51.121(e). For Alabama, the amount is

108,706 MT (119,827 tons). Any new coal-fired power plant sited in Alabama would be subject
to these limitations.
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A new coal-flred power plant would be subject to'the requirements in Title IV of the Clean Air ~ -

Act. Title IV was enacted to reduce emissions ‘of SO, and NO,, the two principal precursors of
acid rain, by restricting emissions of these pollutants from power plants. Title IV caps

aggregate annual power plant SO, emlssrons ‘and i rmposes control on SO, emissions through a .

system of marketable allowances. EPA |ssues one allowance for each ton of SO, that a unit is
allowed to emit. New units do not receive allowances but are required to have allowances to
cover their SO, emissions. Owners of new units must therefore acquire allowances from .
owners of other power plants by purchase or reduce SO, emissions at other power plants they
own. Allowances can be banked for Use in future years: Thus, a new coal-fired power plant .

would not add to net regional SO, emissions, although it might do so locally. Regardless, SO2

emissions would be greater for the coal alternative than the OL renewal alternative because a
nuolear power plant releases almost no SOz durrng normal operatrons

Section 407 of the Clean Alr Act establishes technology-based emission lrmltatrons for NO
emissions. The market based allowance system used for SO, emissions is not used for -
NO, emissions. A new coal-fired power plant would be subject to the new source RN
performance standards for such plants at 40 CFR 60.44a(d)(1). This regulation, issued on -
September 16, 1998 (63 FR 49453), limits the discharge of any gases that contain nrtrogen
oxides (expressed as NOz) in excess of 200 ng/J of gross ‘energy output (1 6 Ib/MWh) based
on a 30-day rolling average.
EPA issued the Clean Air Interstate Rule (CAlR) in 2005 (EPA 2005a) CAlR provrdes a
Federal framework requiring certain states to reduce emissions of SO, and NO,. EPA.
anticipates that states will achieve this reduction prrmarlly by limiting emissions from the power
generatron sector. CAIR covers 28 eastern states and the District of Columbia.: Any new fossrl-
fired power plant sited in Alabama wotld be subject to the CAIR limitations. - : _
In 2005, EPA issued a final rule limiting mercury emissions from coal-fired power plants
(EPA 2005b). Emissions are ‘capped at specmed nationwide levels. A first-phase cap of
34 MT/yr (38 tons/yr) becomes effective in 2010 ‘and a second-phase cap of 13 MT/yr
(15 tons/yr) becomes effectrve in 2018. Plant owners must demonstrate compliance with the o
standard by holding one “allowance” for each olince of mercury emitted in any given year. .
Allowances are transferable among regulated plants Any new coal- flred power plant srted in -
Alabama would be subject to thls rule TR el : : D i
;""1""1 . . . T : T
Coal contalns uranrum and thonum Uranlum concentratlons are generally in the range of 1 to
uranium concentratlons (Gabbard 1993) ‘One estimate is that a 1000 -MW(e) coal-fired plant :
had an annual release of approximately 4.7 MT- (5.2 tons) of uranium and 11.6 MT (12.8 tons)
of thorium in 1982 (Gabbard1993). The population dose equivalent from the uranium and -
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thorium releases and daughter products produced by the decay of these isotopes has been
calculated to be significantly higher than that from nuclear power plants (Gabbard 1993).

A coal-fired plant would also have unregulated carbon ledee emissions that could contribute to
global warming. TVA estimates that pulverized coal- fired plants sufficient to replace the power
generated at BFN would emit approximately 40 million MT/yr (44 million tons/yr) of carbon
dioxide (TVA 2003).

During the construction of a coal-fired plant, fugitive dust would be generated. Exhaust
emissions would come from vehicles and motorized equipment used during the construction
process. In addition, coal-handling equipment would introduce fugitive particulate emissions.

The GEIS analysis did not quantify emissions from coal-fired power plants but implied that air
quality impacts would be substantial. The GEIS also mentioned global warming from
unregulated carbon dioxide emissions and acid rain from SO, and NO, emissions as potential
impacts (NRC 1996). Adverse human health effects, such as cancer and emphysema, have
been associated with the products of coal combustion.

Overall, the air quahty |mpacts associated with three new 1200-MW(e) pulverized coal-fired
stations to replace the power generated at BFN would be MODERATE. The impacts would be
clearly noticeable, but would not destabilize air quality.

+ Waste

Coal combustion generates waste in the form of ash, and equipment for controlling air pollution
generates additional ash, spent selective catalytic reduction (SCR) catalyst, and scrubber
sludge.

Pulverized coal-fired plants would produce solid material streams in significant quantities,
including both potential by-products and unusable solid wastes. The potentially marketable
material streams for three 1200-MW(e) units are shown in Table 8-2. All of these by-product
and waste streams are classified as non-hazardous, as determined by the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) toxicity characteristic leaching procedure (TVA 2003).
Provision would be made to store fly ash, bottom ash, and scrubber by-products onsite
indefinitely. If permitted, it might be possible to inject ash into underground mine works in the
future. TVA would explore the market potential and economic benefit of selling the ash and .
scrubber by-products to wallboard manufacturers. Water treatment sludges would be dlsposed
at a State-approved landfill, either onsite or offsite. Spent SCR catalyst would be regenerated
or disposed offsite. Waste impacts to groundwater and surface water could extend beyond the
operating life of the plant if leachate and runoff from the waste storage area occurred. Disposal
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of the waste could noticeably affect land use and groundwater quality, but with appropriate
management and monitoring, it would not destabilize any resources. After closure of the waste
site and revegetation the land could be available for other uses.

In May 2000 EPA lssued a “Notice of Regulatory Determrnatlon on Wastes from the -
Combustion of Fossil Fuels” (65 FR 32214). EPA concluded that some form of natronal
regulation is warranted to address coal combustion waste products because (1) the
composition of these wastes could present danger to human health and the environment under
certain conditions; (2) EPA has identified 11 documented cases of proven damages to human
health and the environment by improper management of these wastes in landfills and surface
impoundments; (3) present disposal practtces are such that, in 1995, these wastes were berng
managed in 40 to 70 percent of landfills and surface rmpoundments wrthout reasonable control
in place, particularly in the area of groundwater.monitoring; and (4) EPA |dent|f|ed gaps in State
oversight of coal combustion wastes. - Accordingly, EPA announced its rn‘tentron to issue .
regulations for disposal of coal combustion waste under subtitle D of RCRA. . ‘

Debris would be generated during construction activities for the three 1200-MW(e) units. Such
debris would be disposed in landfills. ' o
For all of the precedlng reasons the appropnate charactenzatlon of tmpacts from waste
generated from burning pulverized coal is MODERATE; the impacts would be clearly noticeable
but would not destabilize any |mportant resource.

. Human Health

Coal-frred power generatlon mtroduces worker nsks from coal and Ilmestone mlnlng, worker
and public risks from coal and lime/limestone transportation, worker and public risks from .. _
disposal of coal combustion wastes, and public risks from inhalation of stack emissions.
Emission impacts can be widespread and health risks are difficult to quantify. The coal
alternative also introduces the risk of coal-pile fires and attendant inhalation risks.

The staff stated in the GEIS that there could be human health impacts (cancer and
emphysema) from inhalation of toxins and particulates from a coal-fired plant, but did not . -
identify the significance of these |mpacts (NRC 1996).. In addition, the drscharges of uranrum
and thorium from coal-fired plants can potentially produce radiological doses in excess of those
ansmg from nuclear power plant operatlons (Gabbard 1 993)

Regulatory agencres mcludlng EPA and State agencres set air emtssron standards and
requirements based on human health impacts. These agencies also i impose site- specrfrc
emission limits as needed to protect human health. As discussed previously, EPA has recently
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concluded that certain segments of the U.S. population (e.g., the developing fetus and
subsistence fish-eating populations) are believed to be at potential risk of adverse health effects
because of mercury exposures from sources such as coal-fired power plants. However, in the -
absence of more quantitative data, human health impacts from radiological doses and inhaling
toxins and particulates generated by burning coal at a newly constructed coal-fired plant are
characterized as SMALL. ‘

+ Socioeconomics

The projected construction period for a 1200-MW(e) pulverized coal-fired power plant would be
54 months, with the first unit becoming operational at 48 months (TVA 2003). The total
construction workforce would ramp up to the peak of 1100 workers over the first 18 months

and then remain there until beginning to decline at 30 months to 500 workers at 42 months
(TVA 2003). The total number of workers would exceed 500 for approximately 30 months. The
peak number of workers would noticeably affect the local workforce for most sites, but the jobs
would be temporary and many of the workers would commute from surrounding areas. The
influx of workers could noticeably affect local school systems and other social services.

For a mine-mouth plant, the mining process preparation would increase the local construction
employment to a base of 1500 workers for 4 years, peaking at 2500 workers (TVA 2003). A
construction workforce of this size would have a noticeable impact for most prospective sites.

The permanent operating staff for a 1200-MW(e) pulverized coal-fired power plant would be
approximately 120 workers. [f the plant were sited at a mine mouth, the projected local
employment for the mining operation would be approximately 320 workers (TVA 2003).

The coal-fired plants would provide a new tax base for the local communities in which they were
sited through the in-lieu-of-tax payments made by TVA. In-lieu-of-tax payments in Limestone
County would likely decrease if the BFN OLs were not renewed. For all of these reasons, the
nontransportation socioeconomic impacts for new pulverized coal-fired plants would be
noticeable, but would be unlikely to destabilize the area.

For transportation related to commuting of plant operating personnel for a 1200-MW(e)
pulverized coal-fired power plant, the impacts are considered negligible. Transportation
impacts would be temporary, noticeable, but not destabilizing during plant construction.

The GEIS states that socioeconomic impacts at a rural site would be larger than at an urban

site, because more of the peak construction workforce would need to move to the area to work
(NRC 1996).
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Coal and lime/limestone would likely be dellvered by rail to ‘each power plant, although barge -
delivery is feasible for a site located on a navngable body of water. Socioeconomic impacts -
associated with rail transportation would likely have some impact to the community. .Barge-
delivery of coal and lime/limestone would likely have minor socioeconomic impacts.

For power plants not located at the mine mouth, socioeconomic impacts would also occur at the .
site of coal mining.

Overall, the staff concludes that socioeconomic impacts associated with constructing and
operating three 1200-MW(e) pulverized coal-fired plants would be MODERATE.

« Aesthetics S e
The coal-fired power block could be as much as 60 'm (200 ft) tall and could be visible offsite -
during daylight hours. The exhaust stack could be ‘as high as 200 m (650 ft).” The stack would :=:
likely be highly visible in daylight hours for distances greater than 16 km (10 mi). The plant and
associated stack would also be visible at night because of outside lighting. The Federal -
Aviation Administration generally requires that all structures exceedlng an overall height of 60 m
(200 ft) above ground level have markings and/or lighting so as not to impair aviation safety .. -
(FAA 2000). Visual impacts of a new coal-fired plant could be mitigated by landscaping and
color selection for bunldmgs that is consistent with the environment. Visual impact at nlght could
be mmgated by reduced use of lighting, provided the lighting meets Federal Aviation - :
Administration requirements, and appropnate use of shielding. Overall, the addition of the coal- '-
fired unit and the associated exhaust stack would likely have some aesthetic impact: There
could be a significant aesthetic impact if construction of a new transmlsswn Ime and/or rall spur
were needed.

Coal-fired generation would introduce mechanical sources of noise that would be audible -
offsite.” Sources contributing to total noise produced by plant operation are classified as
continuous or intermittent. Continuous sources include the mechanical equipment associated
with normal plant operations. Intermittent Sources include the equipment related to coal . .
handling, solid-waste disposal, transportation related to coal and lime/limestone delivery, use of-
outside loudspeakers, and the commuting of plant employees. The noise impacts of a coal-
fired plant would be slightly greater than those of current operations at BFN. Noise impacts
associated with rail delivery of coal and lime/limestone would be most significant for residents
living in the vicinity of the facility and along the rail route. Although noise from passing trains
significantly raises noise levels near the rail line, the short duration of the noise reduces the
impact. Nevertheless, given the frequency of train transport and the fact that many people are
likely to be within hearing distance of the rail route, the impacts of noise on residents in the
vicinity of the facility and the rail line would be noticeable. Noise associated with barge
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transportation of coal and lime/limestone would be minimal. Noise and light from the pulverized
coal-fired power plants would be detectable offsite. Aesthetic impacts at the plant site would be
mitigated if the plant were located in an industrial area adjacent to other power plants.

Overall, the aesthetic impacts associated with new pulverized coal-fired power plants can be
categorized as MODERATE to LARGE.

» Historic and Archaeological Resources

Before construction at any site, studies would likely be needed to identify, evaluate, and ,
address mitigation of the potential impacts of new plant construction on cultural resources. The
studies would likely be needed for all areas of potential disturbance at the proposed plant site
and along associated corridors where new construction would occur (e.g., roads, transmission
lines, rail lines, or other rights-of-way). Historic and archaeological resource impacts can
generally be effectively managed and as such are considered SMALL.

« Environmental Justice

Environmental justice impacts would depend upon the sites chosen for the pulverized coal-fired
power plants and the nearby population distribution. Construction activities would offer new
employment possibilities, but could have negative impacts on the availability and cost of
housing, which could disproportionately affect minority and low-income populations. Impacts in
Limestone County would be the same as those under the no-action alternative. Overall,
environmental justice impacts are likely to be SMALL to MODERATE.

8.2.1.2 Once-Through Cooling System

The environmental impacts of constructing and operating a pulverized coal-fired power plant
using a once-through cooling system are essentially the same as the impacts for a coal-fired
plant using closed-cycle cooling with wet cooling towers. However, there are some
environmental differences between the closed-cycle and once-through cooling systems.
Table 8-3 summarizes the incremental differences.
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Table 8-3. Summary of Environmental Impacts of Pulvenzed Coal Flred Generatlon wnth
Once~Through Cooling : :

: ' S T ' Change in Impacts from:
Impact Category - tenr ozt 7. Closed-Cycle Cooling System -

Land Use o N -7 =" 1010 12 ha (25 to 30 ac) less land required per .
Cn N R : -0 .1200-MW (e) unit because cooling towers and
: - - o5 .y, ‘associated mfrastructure are not needed

Ecology - ~ . 27~ Impacts would depend on ecology at the srte No
impacts to terrestrial ecology from cooling tower
. - drift. Increased water withdrawal with possible
L greater impacts to aquatic ecology e

. 'No discharge of cooling tower blowdown.
~ Increased water withdrawal and more thermal
:-~load on recervrng body of water

Surface Watervlt‘lse'and Quality

‘Groundwater Use and Quality T No'change
Air Quality No change
Waste P . ..., .. .,Nochange
Human Health - ..+ .Nochange
Socioeconomics ' -~ No change

Aesthetics S 132 .+-Less aesthetic impact because coolmg towers -
: -~ ., would not be used.

- Less land |mpacted. :
:+ i--‘No change

Historic and Archaeological Resources
Environmental Justice

8.2.2 Coal Gasification

Coal gasmcatuon is a method of producmg relatlvely clean, burnable gas from almost any type
of coal or from petroleum coke. The basic] process ‘involves crushing the coal and partially -
oxidizing the carbon in the coal. Partial oxidation converts the coal into a gaseous fuel - -
composed primarily of combustible hydrogen ‘and carbon monoxide. ! The gas can be piped - -
directly into a gas turbine to generate electricity. The exhaust from the gas turbine is ducted
into a heat recovery steam generator to produce steam for a conventional steam turbine -
generator. To make the overall process both environmentally safe and thermally efficient, a
coal gasification plant must integrate a number of different technologies. Major systems include
fuel preparation, an air separation unit, a gasrfrer acid gas removal, sulfur.recovery, a
combustion turbine generator a heat recovery steam generator and a steam turbine generator
(TVA 2003) - T dnaln Ty
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Inits ER TVA evaluated the construction and operation of a 2720-MW(e) coal gasification plant
sited at TVA's unfinished Bellefonte nuclear plant site. Additional capacity beyond the
2720-MW(e) plant, probably sited at another location, would be needed to fully replace the
3840-MW(e) uprated capacity of BFN. The Bellefonte site comprises approximately 610 ha
(1500 ac) and is located adjacent to the Tennessee River (Guntersville Lake) in Jackson
County, Alabama. Construction access routes are completed at the Bellefonte site, and basic
support functions (i.e., electric power, potable water, sanitary waste disposal, office buildings,
parking lots, railways, and barge unloading facility) are in place (TVA 2003). Almost all of the
basic site preparation work, such as grading, has been completed.

The coal gasification plant would have eight 340-MW(e) modules, each consisting of one coal
gasification plant, one combustion turbine, and one heat recovery steam generator. The steam
recovered from each module would be collected and routed to the two existing low-pressure
steam turbine generators, four modules per steam turbine. An air separation plant would be
constructed for each gasifier to supply the pressurized 95 percent (by volume) oxygen required
for the oxygen-blown gasifiers (TVA 2003).

Delivery of coal and/or petroleum coke to the Bellefonte site would be needed. Approximately
21,800 MT (24,000 tons) of fuel would be shipped in daily, probably via barge (TVA 2003). If
coal is used as fuel, the origin would likely be southern lllinois. If petroleum coke is used as
fuel, the origin would likely be Texas or Louisiana, states with extensive refining industries.
Approximately 218 MT/day (240 tons/day) of limestone would likely be required for air pollution
control. Trucking would be used for limestone delivery. Fuel oil would be required for startup
activities, but would not be used as a backup fuel (TVA 2003).

8.2.2.1 Closed-Cycle Cooling System

The overall impacts of constructing a coal gasification plant at the Bellefonte site are discussed
in the following sections and summarized in Table 8-4. Additional impacts would occur at
another location as necessary to fully replace the 3840-MW(e) capacity of BFN. The impact
categorizations in Table 8-4 are based on 3840 MW(e) of coal gasification generating capacity.

 Land Use

TVA assumes siting of the coal gasification facility at the existing unfinished Bellefonte nuclear
plant site (TVA 2003). The existing cooling towers and circulating water system at the
Bellefonte site would be used. There is an existing 39.9-km (24.8-mi) 500-kV transmission line
to the Bellefonte site that is not energized (TVA 2003). Approximately 77 ha (190 ac) to the
southwest of the existing cooling towers would be used to construct new facilities. Construction
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Table 8-4. Summary of Environmental Impacts of Coal Gasification Using Closed-
Cycle Cooling e

Impact Category - Impact CLYTGUS e Comment

LandUse - MODERATE : Impact at the Bellefonte site would be minor, but there would
s 1o LARGE . be offsite impacts for coal and limestone mining. At another
' ;sne  Several hundred acres would be impacted for the power
block; fuel handhng, storage, and transportation facilities;
infrastructure facilities; and waste dlsposal Additional fand
impacts for coal and limestone mining, electric power
‘transmission lines, and cooling water intake and discharge - : .
pipelines. = .~ .

Ecology - SMALL to ““Impact at the Bellefonte site would be SMALLto .. ;.- . .-
e - 777 LARGE - " 'MODERATE. Impacts at another site could be as ‘much as
' LARGE and would depend on the location and the ecology of
- the site, the surface water body used for intake and
" discharge, and the electric power transmission line route;
-potential habitat loss and fragmentation; reduced productivity
and biological diversity; impacts to terrestrial ecology from
: coohng tower drift.

Water Use and Quality = SMALL to Impact would depend on the volume of water withdrawn and
' ) MODERATE - discharged, the constituents in the discharge water, and the
S - 'characteristics of the surface water body. Discharges at the
Bellefonte site would be regulated by the Alabama
. Department of Enwronmental Management.

Air Quality o MODEﬁATE ~ Air emissions from coal gasification plants sized to fully
| replace BFN capacrty would be approxrmately

"+ Sulfur oxrdes 10,700 MT/yr (11 800tons/yr) o
fNrtrogen oxides — 4881 MT/yr (5380 tons/yr) :
- PM,; = 1524 MT/yr (1680 tons/yr)
: Carbon monoxide — 5661 MT/yr (6240 tonsfyr)

. Small amounts of mercury and other hazardous air pollutants
would be discharged along with approximately 28 million . — -
MT/yr (31 mllhon tons/y) of unregulated carbon dlox1de

L

k-,
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Table 8-4. (contd)

Impact Category Impact

Comment

Waste MODERATE

Human Health SMALL

Socioeconomics MODERATE

Aesthetics MODERATE
to LARGE

Historic and SMALL
Archeological
Resources

Environmental Justice  SMALL to
MODERATE

Waste streams from the 2720-MW(e) plant would be
457,000 MT/yr (504,000 tons/yr) of slag, 36,000 MT/yr -
(40,000 tons/yr) of fly ash, 180,000 MT/yr (200,000 tons/yr) of

_sulfur, 1161 MT/yr (1280 tons/yr) of raw water treatment

sludge, 730 MT/yr (800 tons/yr) of general waste water
treatment sludge, and 36 MT/yr (40 tons/yr) of sludges from
the biotreatment of gasification process waste water.

Impacts are uncertain, but considered to be SMALL in the
absence of more quantitative data.

Peak construction employment at the Bellefonte site would be
approximately 2200 workers. The operating workforce would
be approximately 530. Limestone County could experience
loss of BFN tax base and employment. Transportation
impacts would result from commuting workers and delivery of
coal and lime/limestone. Transportation of coal to the
Bellefonte site would likely be by barge with negligible
socioeconomic impacts. Overall, impacts at the Bellefonte
site or at an alternate site are considered MODERATE.

Introduction of 12 new emission stacks 99.1 m (325 ft) high
and two flaring stacks 60 m (200 ft) high at the Bellefonte
site. No new transmission lines or cooling towers at the
Bellefonte site. If needed at an aiternate site, new electric
power transmission lines and/or a rail spur could have
significant aesthetic impacts.

The Bellefonte site has had previous surveys for historic and
archeological resources. New plant locations would
necessitate cultural resource studies. Any potential impacts
can likely be effectively managed.

Impacts would vary depending on population distribution and
makeup water at the site. Impacts in Limestone County
would be the same as those under the no-action alternative.

in this location would require the demolition or relocation of several existing buildings and
underground utilities. After completion of demolition, the area would be cleared of existing
vegetation, then leveled to an elevation above the 500-year floodplain (TVA 2003).
Construction would include the preparation of an area for disposal of unmarketable slag. There
would be offsite land impacts to supply coal and limestone for the plant.

At another site, several hundred acres would be impacted for the power block; fuel handling,
storage, and transportation facilities; infrastructure facilities; and waste disposal. There would
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be additional land impacts for coal and limestone mining, electric power transmrssron lines, and
cooling water intake and discharge prpelrnes .

In the GEIS, the staff estimated that approximately 8800 ha (34 mi?) would be affected for
mining the coal and disposing of the waste to support a 1000-MW(e) coal plant during its
operational life (NRC 1996). A replacement coal gasification plant to replace the 3840- MW(e)
capacity of BFN would affect proportionately. more Iand

Overall, Iand-use |mpacts can be charactenzed _as_ M_ODERATE to LARGE.

. Ecology‘ - o

At the Bellefonte site, there are no Federally or State-listed threatened or endangered plant
species (TVA 2003). Construction of barge facrlmes could result in some reductron in roostmg
and foraging sites for raptors, bats, waterfowl and wadmg birds such as great egrets green
herons, and great blue herons. There are no caves at the Bellefonte site that support the’
Federally endangered Indiana and gray bats but they are known to forage along the '
Guntersville Lake shoreline. However, areas close to the Bellefonte site have an extensrve .
network of similar wooded shoreline and shallow’ Iagoon habitats. Therefore, the impacts
associated with new coal gasification facilities are expected to be minimal. Lowering the

existing diffuser at the site and constructing the barge termmal and mooring cells would requlre '

in-stream dredging to remove approximately 115 000 m? (150,000 yd®) of material, resultrng in_
impacts on resident aquatic communities. However surveys have found no toxic sedlments -

and a low average density of mussels in the area and it is expected that the dredge matenal o

would be disposed on land (TVA 2003). Because water intake demand would be small o
compared to the total water mass flowing past the Bellefonte site, there would be little potentral
for significant entrainment or impingement |mpacts (TVA 2003). The existing Bellefonte water _
intake structure would be used. The greatest impacts of entrainment and impingement would
result from water withdrawn from the upstream productive overbank, although losses to the lake
fish community should be minimal due to the large amounts of similar habitat near the plantand '
in other areas of the lake (TVA 2003). There could be impacts to terrestrial ecology from o
cooling tower drift. - R T Tl L

L

At another site, the coal gasification alternative would introduce construction impacts and new
incremental operational impacts.. Even assuming siting at a previously disturbed area, the
impacts would alter the ecology. Impacts could include wildlife habitat loss, reduced. |
productivity, habitat fragmentation, and a local reductron in blologrcal drversrty Use of coohng
makeup water from a nearby surface water body could have adverse aquatic resource impacts.
If needed, construction and maintenance of a transmission line and a rail spur would have

ecological impacts.
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Overall, the ecological impacts at the Bellefonte site are considered SMALL to MODERATE and
at another site SMALL to LARGE.

« Water Use and Quality

Raw water for construction and operation at the Bellefonte site would be obtained from the
Tennessee River. The quantities needed would be unlikely to have a significant effect on the -
river. The highest sustained water needs during operation would be approximately 2315 L/s
(36,700 gal/min), or about 0.21 percent of the average river flow. Of the 2315 L/s, 1142 L/s
(18,100 gal/min) would be for cooling system makeup water. Both existing closed-cycle natural
draft cooling towers on the Bellefonte site would be used (TVA 2003).

Potable water is supplied to the Bellefonte site by the City of Hollywood, which receives its -
water from the City of Scottsboro. The Bellefonte site is connected to the Hollywood municipal
sewage system treatment plant located adjacent to the south side of the site. The sewage
treatment plant serves the Bellefonte site and residential customers in the area, but currently it
does not have sufficient capacity to handle the increased demand of a large construction
workforce and would have to be enlarged (TVA 2003).

No significant construction-related impacts to surface water resources would be expected as a
result of the project. The majority of the power plant and associated facilities would be
constructed on land that has been previously disturbed due to construction activities related to
the uncompleted Bellefonte nuclear plant. Construction of new facilities and overall site
reclamation activities would affect surface hydrology, but extensive site excavation, filling, or
grading would not be n__eéded§ The primary surface water impact during construction would be
soil erosion, which could be kept low by the use of best management practices. To minimize
the impacts of storm water flow during construction, a storm water retention pond would be
designed to retain storm water from the 25-year, 24-hour rainfall event, in compliance with
regulatory requirements (TVA 2003).

The surface water resources within the areas of the proposed development at the Bellefonte
site are currently monitored under an NPDES permit issued by the Alabama Department of
Environmental Management.

Any impacts to groundwater during operation would most likely be associated with storage and
handling of feedstocks and the storage, handling, and disposal of wastes generated. Runoff
from the coal and petroleum coke storage areas would be collected in a drainage basin and
treated as needed (TVA 2003).
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At another site, water use and quality impacts would depend on the volume of water withdrawn
and discharged, the constituents in the discharge water, and the characteristics of the surface ..
water body. Discharges would be regulated by the State or by EPA. Construction-related
impacts at another site may be srgnlflcantly greater than at the Bellefonte site; however they
would be mrtlgable and temporary marhino -
Overall water use and qualrty |mpacts at the Bellefonte srte or another sne can be
characterized as SMALL to MODERATE. RERT

+ Air Quality - : S
The air quality impacts of coal-fired generation vary considerably from those of nuclear. |
generation emissions of SO,, NO,, particulates, carbon monoxide, and hazardous air pollutants .
such as mercury, ‘and naturally occurrmg radloactlve matenals : ‘
Estimated air emissions for a coal gasmcatlon plant meetlng aIl applicable regulatory
requirements and sized to fully replace the 3840-MW(e) uprated capacity of BFN are shown i in
Table 8-4 (TVA 2003). The estimated emissions:are based on using petroleum coke as fuel. -
Emissions of SO are highe'r for petroleum coke than if,coal is used as the fuel.

A new coal gasmcatnon generatmg plant would need tc meet the new source revrew o
requirements in Title | of the Clean Air Act. The plant would need an operating permit |ssued
under Title V of the Clean Air Act. The plant would also need to comply with the new source
performance standards for new generating plants in 40 CFR Part 60, Subpart Da. The . .- -
standards establish limits for particulate matter and opacnty (40 CFR 60. 42a) SO,

(40 CFR 60. 43a) and NO (40 CFR 60 44a) -

EPA has various regulatory reqmrements for vrsrblhty prctect|on in 40 CFR Part 51 Subpart P
including a specific requirement for review of any new.major stationary source in an area
designated as attainment or unclassified under the Clean Air Act. All of Jackson County, .
Alabama, the location of the Bellefonte site, is classified as attarnment or unclassified for criteria
pollutants under the Clean Arr Act @ rinipe e oo R
Section 169A of the Clean Air Act estabhshes a natlonal goal of preventmg future and
remedying existing impairment of visibility in mandatory Class | Federal areas when lmpalrment
is from air pollutlcn resulting from human activities. In addition, EPA issued a new regional
haze rule in 1999 (64 FR 35714) The rule specmes that for each mandatory Class | Federal .

‘.,J,' o

(a) Existing criteria pollutants under the Clean Air Act are ozone, carbon monoxide, particulates, sulfur
dioxide, lead, and nitrogen oxide. Ambient air standards for criteria pollutants are set out at
40 CFR Part 50.
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area located within a state, state agencies must establish goals that provide for reasonable
progress towards achieving natural visibility conditions. The reasonable progress goals must
provide for an improvement in visibility for the most-impaired days over the period of the
implementation plan and ensure no degradation in visibility for the least-impaired days over the
same period (40 CFR 51.308(d)(1)). If a new coal gasification power plant were located close
to a mandatory Class | area, additional air pollution control requirements could be imposed.
The nearest Class | area to the Bellefonte site is the Cohutta Wilderness, which is
approximately 120 km (75 mi) distant (TVA 2003).

In 1998, the EPA issued a rule requiring 22 eastern states to revise their state implementation
plans to reduce NO, emissions. Nitrogen oxide emissions contribute to violations of the
national ambient air quality standard for ozone (40 CFR 50.9). The total amount of NO, that ,
can be emitted by each of the 22 states in the year 2007 ozone season (May 1 through
September 30) is set out at 40 CFR 51.121(e). For Alabama, the amount is 108,706 MT
(119,827 tons). Any new fossil-fired power plant sited in Alabama would be subject to these
limitations. :

EPA issued the Clean Air Interstate Rule (CAIR) in 2005 (EPA 2005a). CAIR provides a .
Federal framework requiring certain states to reduce emissions of SO, and NO,. EPA
anticipates that states will achieve this reduction primarily by limiting emissions from the power
generation sector. CAIR covers 28 eastern states and the District of Columbia. Any new fossil-
fired power plant sited in Alabama would be subject to the CAIR limitations.

In 2005, EPA issued a final rule limiting mercury emissions from coal-fired power plants
(EPA 2005b). Emissions are capped at specified, nationwide levels. A first-phase cap of

34 MT/yr (38 tons/yr) becomes effective in 2010 and a second-phase cap of 13 MT/yr

(15 tons/yr) becomes effective in 2018. Plant owners must demonstrate compliance with the
standard by holding one “allowance” for each ounce of mercury emitted in any given year.
Allowances are transferable among regulated plants. Any new coal-fired power plant sited in
Alabama would be subject to this rule.

A coal gasification plant would also have unregulated carbon dioxide emissions that could
contribute to global warming. TVA estimates that coal gasification plants sufficient to replace
the power generated at BFN would emit approximately 28 million MT/yr (31 million tons/yr) of
carbon dioxide (TVA 2003).

Overall, the air quality impacts associated with new coal gasification plants to replace the power

generated at BFN would be MODERATE. The impacts would be clearly noticeable, but would
not destabilize air quality.
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+ Waste . T R S
The major solid waste and by-product streams would be generated by the gasifiers. Slag, fly
ash, and sulfur.account for more than 99 percent of the solids produced by coal gasification .
plants, with the remaining 1 percent consisting of spent catalysts and water treatment sludges.
The generation rates in tons per year for a 2720-MW/(e) plant are shown in Table 8-4 _
(TVA 2003). The slag produced is an inert, glass-like material that has been found in coal
‘gasification demonstrations to be nonleachable (TVA 2003). Based on testing at gasrfrcatron 3
demonstration plants, the slag and fly ash from gasification of eastern bituminous coal is ;.
expected to be below the RCRA threshold limits for hazardous designation (TVA 2003). Most
of the sulfur in the coal is converted to hydrogen sulfide in the synthetic gas. The hydrogen
sulfide is removed by acid gas removal and then converted to elemental sulfur by-product in the
sulfur recovery system. TVA anticipates that the slag, fly ash, and sulfur produced at a coal
gasification plant would be of sufficient quality to be marketed (TVA 2003)... .- .. . ....»

There would be three process solid waste streams composed of sludges from raw water or .
waste water treatment: raw water treatment sludge, general waste water treatment sludge, and
sludge from the biotreatment of gasification process waste water. Generation amounts are .
shown in Table 8-4. These sludges are typically not hazardous and would be dlsposed of at ‘
nearby State-approved municipal disposal sites (TVA 2003). :

Construction-related debris would be generated during construction activities for the coal

gasification units and disposed at a landfill. -
N e |{ - :,

For all the preceding reasons, the appropnate charactenzatlon of waste impacts from coaI

gasification is MODERATE; the impacts would be clearly noticeable but would not destabilize

any important resource.

. Human Health R T A

I_,;{,

Power generatlon from coal mtroduces worker nsks from coal and Ilmestone mlnlng, worker
and public risks from coal and lime/limestone transportation, worker and public risks from
disposal of coal combustion wastes, and public risks from inhalation of stack emissions. ,
Emission impacts can be widespread and health risks difficult to quantify. The coal gasmcatron
alternative also introduces the risk of coal-pile fires and attendant inhalation risks.

The staff stated in the GEIS that there could be human health impacts (cancer and

emphysema) from inhalation of toxins and partlculates from a coal-fired plant, but did not
identify the significance of these impacts (NRC 1996): In addition, the discharges of uranium
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and thorium from coal-fired plants can produce radiological doses in excess of those arising
from nuclear power plant operations (Gabbard 1993).

Regulatory agencies, including EPA and State agencies, set air emission standards and
requirements based on human health impacts. These agencies also impose site-specific
emission limits as needed to protect human health. As discussed previously, EPA has recently
concluded that certain segments of the U.S. population (e.g., the developing fetus and
subsistence fish-eating populations) are believed to be at potential risk of adverse health effects
due to mercury exposures from sources such as coal-fired power plants. However, in the
absence of more quantitative data, human health impacts from radiologica! doses and inhaling
toxins, and particulates generated by burning coal at a newly constructed coal gasification plant
are characterized as SMALL.

+ Socioeconomics

Peak employment during construction at the Bellefonte site would be approximately 2200 -
workers (TVA 2003). The peak number of workers would noticeably affect the local workforce
near the Bellefonte site, but the jobs would be temporary and many of the workers would
commute from surrounding areas. The influx of workers could noticeably affect local school
systems and other social services. The permanent operating staff would be approximately
530 workers (TVA 2003).

The coal gasification plants would provide a new tax base for Jackson County and any other
local communities in which they were sited through the in-lieu-of tax payments made by TVA.
In-lieu-of-tax payments in Limestone County would likely decrease if the BFN OLs were not
renewed. For all these reasons, the nontransportation socioeconomic impacts for new coal
gasification plants would be noticeable, but would be unlikely to destabilize the area.

For transportation related to commuting of plant operating personnel, the impacts are
considered negligible. Transportation impacts would be noticeable, temporary, but not
destabilizing during plant construction.

The GEIS states that socioeconomic impacts at a rural site would be larger than at an urban
site, because more of the peak construction workforce would need to move to the area to work
(NRC 1996).

Coal and lime/limestone would likely be delivered by barge to the Bellefonte site (TVA 2003).

Approximately 17 barges of coal per day would be delivered (TVA 2003). Some recreational
impact would result from increased barge traffic. Nevertheless, barge delivery of coal and

NUREG-1437, Supplement 21 8-30 June 2005




Alternatives

lime/limestone would likely have minor.socioeconomic impacts. - At an alternate site, rail delivery |
of coal and lime/limestone could be needed. .- . : .- - : A , |

For coal gasification power plants not located at the mine mouth, socioeconomic impacts would
also occur at the site of the coal mine.

Overall, the staff concludes that socioeconomic impacts associated with constructlng and
operatlng new coaI gasuflcatlon plants would be MODERATE.

. Aesthetlcs L A , e

The 2720- MW(e) coal gasification plant would have 12 stacks for emlssmns that would be .
approximately 99.1 m (325 ft) high (TVA 2003). In addmon the completed plant would have -
two flaring stacks to burn waste gas approximately 60 m (200 ft) in height. Flaring operattons
would generally be visible within a 5-km (3-mi) radius, particularly at night. The stacks would -

not rise to the height of the existing cooling towers at the Bellefonte site, but would be visible up

to 10 km (6 mi) away. Vapor fog from the cooling towers and stack emissions could be visible

from distances of 16 km (10 mi) or more. There is an existing 40-km (24.8-mi) 500- kv
transmission line to the Bellefonte site that is not energized (TVA 2003). Consequently, there
would not be a new incremental aesthetic |mpact associated with transmtssnon lines. -Overall,
construction and operation of a new coal gasification plant at the Bellefonte site would llkely

have a MODERATE aesthetic impact.

At an alternate site, aesthetic impacts would be similar to those at the Bellefonte site. If |
needed, new electric power transmission lines and/or a rail spur could have significant aesthetic |
impacts. Overall, aesthetic impacts at an alternate site would be MODERATE to LARGE. - = = |

» Historic and Archaeologlcal Resources T
A 1972 archaeologlcal sun/ey of the Belletonte site identified five historic sites, none of which
are within proposed construction zones for a coal gasification plant (TVA 2003). The ongmal
Town of Bellefonte was located just offsite and determined in 1974 to be eligible for placement
on the National Register of Historic Places.: Pnor to the initiation of construction of the
uncompleted Bellefonte nuclear plant, the Alabama State Historic Preservation Office
determined that no mitigation would be reqmred Since that time all structures have been
removed by landowners (TVA 2003). . RSt

Before construction at an alternative site studies would likely be needed to identify, evaluate,

and address mitigation of the potential impacts of new plant construction on archaeological
resources.” The studies would likely be’ needed for all areas of potential disturbance at the
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proposed plant site and along associated corridors where new construction would occur (e.g.,
roads, transmission line, rail lines, or other rights-of-way). Historic and archaeological resource
impacts can generally be effectively managed and would likely be SMALL.

« Environmental Justice

Environmental justice impacts would depend upon the population distribution around the
Bellefonte site or other alternative sites. Construction activities would offer new employment
possibilities, but could have negative impacts on the availability and cost of housing, which
could disproportionately affect minority and low-income populations. Impacts in Limestone
County would be the same as those under the no-action alternative assuming no construction
of a coal gasification plant at the BFN site. Overall, environmental justice impacts are likely to
be SMALL to MODERATE.

8.2.2.2 Once-Through Cooling System

| The environmental impacts of constructing and operating a coal gasification plant using a once-

| through cooling system are essentially the same as the impacts for a coal gasification plant

| using closed-cycle cooling with wet cooling towers. However, there are some environmental
differences between the closed-cycle and once-through cooling systems. Table 8-5
summarizes the incremental differences.

Table 8-5. Summary of Environmental Impacts of a Coal Gasification Plant with Once-Through

Cooling
Change in Impacts from
Impact Category Closed-Cycle Cooling System
Land Use Less land required because cooling towers and
associated infrastructure are not needed.
Ecology Impacts would depend on ecology at the site. No

impacts to terrestrial ecology from cooling tower
drift. Increased water withdrawal with possible
| greater impacts to aquatic ecology.

Surface Water Use and Quality No discharge of cooling tower blowdown.
Increased water withdrawal and more thermal
load on receiving body of water.

Groundwater Use and Quality No change
Air Quality No change
Waste No change
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" Table 8-5. (contd) T e o

‘Change in Impacts from

Impact Category' . Closed- Cycle Coolmg System
Human Health - . - s ¥ ~Nochange ) -
Socioeconomics 3 ' * Nochange
Aesthetics . - . o Less aesthetnc impact because cooling towers

would not be used.
Hlstorlc and Archaeological Resources ° ' J . ._Less land impacted.
Environmental Justice . ..+ _:- No change

LR Y T i
LEREE AN N

8.2.3 Natural Gas'Combined-Cyéle'Lcé‘ner‘ét’ian

The TVA ER consnders the construction of 510 MW(e) natural gas comblned cycle power plants
using mechanical draft cooling towers. Seven such plants would be needed to replace most of |
the 3840-MW/(e) uprated capacity of BFN." It is likely that multiple locations would be needed

for this number of plants.- At each location it is likely that a new transmission line would need to

be constructed to connect to existing lines. In addition, construction or upgrade of a natural gas
pipeline from the plant location to a supply pomt where a firm supply of gas would be available
would be needed. .

Although the OL renewal term is only 20 yeéié t:h:e-ir'hpact of operating the natural gas
combined-cycle alternative for 40 years is considered (as a reasonable projection of the
operating life of a natural gas combined- cycle plant)

8.2.3.1. Closed-Cycle Cooling System N |

The overall impacts assocuated w:th the constrdctlon and operation of natural gas combined-
cycle plants of sufficient capacnty to replace}he uprated BFN are summarized in Table 8-6 and
are discussed in the following sectlons

LT R

. Land Use :

Each 510-MW(e) natural gas combined- cycle pIant would require approximately 80 ha (200 ac)
(TVA 2003). Additional land would be impacted for construction of a transmission line and
natural gas pipeline to serve the plant. For any new natural gas combined-cycle plant,
additional land would be required for natural gas wells and collection stations. In the GEIS, the
staff
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Table 8-6. Summary of Environmental Impacts of Natural Gas Combined-Cycle Generation
Using Closed-Cycle Cooling

Impact Category

Impact

Comment

Land Use

Ecology

Water Use and Quality

Air Quality

Waste
Human Health

Socioeconomics

MODERATE to
LARGE

MODERATE

SMALL to
MODERATE

MODERATE

SMALL

SMALL

MODERATE

Approximately 560 ha (1400 ac) would be needed to fully
replace BFN capacity. Additional site-specific impacts for
natural gas pipeline, electric power transmission lines, rail
spurs, and cooling water intake and discharge pipelines.

. Impact depends on location and ecology of the site, surface

water body used for intake and discharge, and electric power
transmission line and natural gas pipeline routes; potential
habitat loss and fragmentation; reduced productivity and
biological diversity; and impacts to terrestrial ecology from
cooling tower drift.

Impact would depend on the volume of water withdrawn and
discharged, the constituents in the discharge water, and the
characteristics of the surface water body. Discharges would
be regulated by the State or EPA.

Air emissions to fully replace BFN capacity would be
approximately:

Sulfur oxides — 67 MT/yr (74 tons/yr)

Nitrogen oxides — 1295 MT/yr (1428 tons/yr)
PM,, - 1188 MT/yr (1310 tons/yr)

Carbon monoxide — 4941 MT/yr (5446 tons/yr)

Small amounts of hazardous air pdlldfants would be _ .
discharged along with 17.1 million MT/yr (18.9 million tons/yr)
of unregulated carbon dioxide.

The only significant waste would be spent SCR catalyst used
for control of nitrogen oxide emissions.

Impacts are uncertain, but considered SMALL in the absence
of more quantitative data.

Construction impacts depend on location and how many
plants are constructed at the location. Limestone County
could experience loss of BFN tax base and employment.’
Impacts during operation of the natural gas plants would likely
be SMALL. Transportation impacts would result from
commuting workers.
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_Table 8-6.{(contd)

Impact Category ~ ~ ‘Impact -~ RS ' Comment =~ .~ = . "o

Aesthetics . .. MODERATE to ‘_Imoa'ctwould depend on the site selected and the
Co , .LARGE o surrounding land features. Power block, exhaust stacks,

_ - "cooling towers, and cooling tower plumes would be visible --
S .~from nearby areas. If needed, new electric power . .. .
transmission lines could have a significant aesthetrc rmpact

Noise impact from plant operatrons and rnterrnrttent sources
would be notrceable : :

Historic and | SMALL o New pi: plant locations would necessitate cultural resource * -
Archeological - studies. Any potentral impacts can llkely be effectrvely .
Resources = -~ = - S managed : PR L
Environmental Justice  SMALLto  Impacts would Vary depending on populatron drstrrbutron at -~

MODERATE the site. Impacts in Limestone County would be the same as
‘ " ~those under the no-action alternative. . . :

Dmver k-

- T AT DT -',‘_j'.~;5’-,‘_-.__»,,.lr )
estimated that approximately 1500 ha (3600 ac) would be needed for a.1000-MW(e) plant
(NRC 1996). Proportionately more land would be needed for a natural gas combined-cycle
plant replacrng the 3840 MW(e) uprated generatmg capacrty of BFN. - .

Overall, land-use rmpacts for constructron of seven 510 MW(e) natural gas combrned cycle
plants are consrdered MODERATE to LARGE S

. Ecology AR I S w A SO S - - ;-:-' _:”.

Ecological impacts would depend on the nature of the Iand converted for the plant and any new
transmission lines or gas pipelines. Construction of ‘a transmission line and a gas pipeline to.
serve the plant would be expected to have temporary ecological impacts. Ecological impacts to
a plant site and utility easements could include impacts on threatened or endangered species,
wildlife habitat loss and reduced productivity, habitat fragmentation, and a local reduction in :
biological diversity. Intake and discharge of makeup water for the cooling system could
adversely affect aquatic resources. There could be impacts to terrestrial ecology from coolmg
tower drift. Overall, ecologrcal |mpacts are consrdered MODERATE : -

Y H-SR

« Water Use and Quality - ' 7v. t3.civ o
Construction would be expected to increase erosion and storm water runoff of susoended solids

above existing levels, but this would be temporary and mitigable by the use of best - .
management practices. Completion of a retention pond for the treatment of storm water runoff
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early in the construction phase would significantly reduce potential increased solids loading to
local surface drainage waterways. Application of best management practices to control erosion
during construction should mitigate construction impacts of transmission lines and pipelines
(natural gas supply, potable water supply, process water supply, and waste water discharge).
Impacts of constructing new intake and discharge structures on nearby waterways and/or
reservoirs would be minimized by. construction techniques to minimize disturbance of sediments
and by the use of mitigation measures such as coffer dams, turbidity curtains, and selection of
a construction time window (TVA 2003).

Waste water discharges would be regulated by the State or by EPA. Approximately 90 percent
of the waste water discharge flow would be cooling tower blowdown. Other sources of waste
water include steam cycle blowdown, water from inlet fogging, demineralizer rinse water, and
miscellaneous low-volume waste water. This water would be treated onsite as necessaryto
meet regulatory requirements before being discharged to local waters (TVA 2003).

Storm water runoff during plant operation would be drained to a retention pond to allow
sediments to settle out prior to discharge to local waterways. Rainwater that fell in secondary
containment around oil-containing equipment would drain to an oil/water separator where the oil
would be removed for disposal and the water would subsequently drain to the process water
pond. Excavation and grading associated with construction of the plant or any of the ancillary
features, such as the transmission lines, backup power, process and potable water pipelines,
waste water discharge pipelines, and natural gas pipelines, would not be expected to cause
adverse effects to groundwater. Excavations that penetrated the water table might require
temporary construction dewatering. Any groundwater drawdown impacts associated with
construction dewatering would be temporary. The long-term impact of these activities should
be negligible because of the limited depth and relatively small area of disturbance. Structural
damage to aquifer areas resulting from pipeline construction would not be anticipated because
aquifers are not generally located within excavation depth (TVA 2003).

The impact on the surface water would depend on the discharge volume and the characteristics
of the receiving body of water. Intake from and discharge to any surface body of water would
be regulated by the State or EPA.

Water quality impacts from sedimentation during construction of a natural-gas-fired plant were .
characterized in the GEIS as small (NRC 1996). NRC staff also noted in the GEIS that
operational water quality impacts would be similar to, or less than, those from other generating
technologies.

Overall, water use and quality impacts would be SMALL to MODERATE.
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. Air Quality |

Natural gas is a'relatively clean- bummg fuel. “The natural gas combmed-cycle alternatlve would
release similar types of emissions, but in lesser quahtities than the coal-fired alternative. .

A new natural gas combined-cycle generating plant would likely require a permit issued under
the new source review procedures in Title |,'Part C, of the Clean Air Act and an operating

permit issued under Title V. A new natural gas combined-cycle power plant would also be
subject to the new source performance’ standards ‘for such units at 40 CFR Part 60, Subparts -;
Da and GG. These regulatlons estabhsh emlssxon lxmlts for pamculates opacnty SOz, and NO

The EPA has various regulatory requurements for vnsnblhty protection in 40 CFR Part 51
Subpart P, including a specific requirement for review of any new major statlonary source in an .
area designated as attainment or unclassified under the Clean Air Act. . X

Section 169A of the Clean Air Act establishes a national goal of preventing future impairment -
and remedying existing impairment of visibility in mandatory Class | Federal areas when the
impairment results from air poliution caused by human activities. In addition, EPA issued a new
regional haze rule in 1999'(64 FR 35714). The fule specifies that for each mandatory Class | -
Federal area located within a state, the State must establish goals that provide for reasonable -
progress towards achieving natural visibility conditions. The reasonable progress goals must
provide for an improvement in visibility for the most-impaired days over the period of the
implementation plan and ensure no degradation in visibility for the least-impaired days over the
same period (40 CFR 51.308(d)(1)). If 2 new natural gas combined-cycle power plantwere , = |
located close to a mandatory Class | area, addmonal air pollutlon control requnrements could be
lmposed T

In 1998, EPA issued a rule requiring 22 eastern states, including Atabama, to revise thelr State
|mplementat|on plans to reduce nitrogen oxidée emissions. NO, emissions contribute to .

violations of the national ambient air quality standard for ozone (40 CFR 50.9).. The lotal ]
amount of NO, that can be emitted by each of the 22 states in the year 2007 ozone season

(May 1 through September 30) is set out at 40 CFR 51.121(e). For Alabama, the amount is
156,597 MT (172,619 tons). Any new natural gas combmed cycle plant sited in Alabama would

be subject to these limitations. - : . ;

EPA issued the Clean Air Interstate Rule (CAIR) in 2005 (EPA 2005a). CAIR provides a
Federal framework requiring certain states to reduce emissions of SO, and NO,. EPA
anticipates that states will achieve this reduction primarily by limiting emissions from the power
generation sector. CAIR covers 28 eastern states and the District of Columbia. Any new fossil-
fired power plant sited in Alabama would be subject to the CAIR limitations.
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A natural gas combined-cycle power plant would also have unregulated carbon dioxide _
emissions that could contribute to global warming. TVA estimates that natural gas combined-
cycle plants sulfficient to replace the power generated at BFN would emit approximately

17.1 million MT/yr (18.9 million tons/yr) of carbon dioxide (TVA 2003).

The estimated annual emissions for natural gas combined-cycle plants sized to replace the
power generated by BFN are shown in Table 8-6 (TVA 2003).

The combustion turbine portion of the combined-cycle plant would be subject to EPA’s National
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants for Stationary Combustion Turbines at

40 CFR Part 63, Subpart YYYY, if the site is a major source of hazardous air pollutants. Major
sources have the potential to emit 9.1 MT (10 tons) per year or more of any single hazardous
air pollutant or 22.7 MT (25 tons) or more per year of any combination of hazardous air
pollutants (40 CFR 63.6085(b)).

Construction activities would result in temporary fugitive dust. Exhaust emissions would also
come from vehicles and motorized equipment used during the construction process.

Overall, the air quality impacts of new ﬁatural gas combined-cycle plants sized to replace the
BFN capacity are estimated to be MODERATE.

+ Waste

In the GEIS the staff concluded that waste generation from natural gas-fired technology would
be minimal (NRC 1996). The only significant solid waste generated at a new natural gas
combined-cycle plant would be spent SCR catalyst. The SCR catalyst is used to control NO,
emissions. The spent catalyst would be regenerated or disposed offsite. Other than spent
SCR catalyst, waste generation at an operating natural gas combined-cycle plant would be
largely limited to typical office wastes; impacts would be so minor that they would not noticeably
alter any important resource attribute. Construction-related debris would be generated during
construction activities.

Overall, the solid waste impacts associated with natural gas combined-cycle plants sized to
replace the BFN capacity would likely be SMALL.
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. Human Health TR LR
Potential accidents related to plant Operatlons mclude the possrble rupture of natural gas '
pipelines both onsite and offsite, and the possible release of ammonia (TVA 2003). Ammonla
is used in the SCFl process for control of NO emissions. Both events are considered very low
pl’Obablmy . . sy T LT T o St - -

In the GEIS, the staff identified cancer and emphysema as potential health risks from natural
gas-fired plants (NRC 1996). The risk may be attributable to NO, emissions that contribute to
ozone formation, which in turn contributes to health risks. NO, emissions from any plant would
be regulated by the State or EPA. For a plant sited in Alabama, NO, emissions would be. .
regulated by the Alabama Department of Enviranmental Management. Human health effects
are not expected to be detectable or would be sufficiently minor that they would nelther ‘
destabilize nor noticeably alter any important attribute of the resource. Overall the lmpacts on
human health of newly constructed natural gas combined-cycle plants are consrdered SMALL

TR Sk TN

. Socloeconomlcs

Construction of a 510-MW(e) natural gas combined-cycle plant would take approximately .

22 months (TVA 2003).- Peak employment would be approximately 420 workers. Employment '
would exceed 200 workers for approximately 6 months (TVA 2003).- Dunng‘constr’uctlon the
communities immediately surrounding each plant site would experience demands on housing '
and public services that could have noticeable impacts. These impacts would be tempered by
construction workers commuting to the sites from more distant cities. After construction,

the communities would be impacted by the loss of jobs. The operating workforce at each
510-MW(e) plant would be approximately 40 persons (TVA 2003). The BFN workforce would
decline through a decommissioning period to a minimal maintenance size. The new natural gas
combined-cycle plants would provude a new tax base through TVA’s in-lieu-of-tax payments, at
their respectlve locatlons Syt - T T

[Tt

Jobs related to plpellne construction and to transm|SS|on/dlstrlbutlon Ime upgrades would not be
centralized at one location for any significant period of time and, therefore, would have no
important impact on the local economy or on community and govemmentservnces_ .

In the GEIS, the staff concluded that socioeconomic impacts from constructing a natural gas-
fired plant would not be very noticeable and that the small operational workforce would have the
lowest socioeconomic impacts of any nonrenewable technology (NRC 1996). Compared to the
coal-fired and nuclear alternatives, the smaller. size of the construction workforce, the shorter
construction time frame, and the smaller size of the operations workforce would mltlgate
socioeconomic impacts. ‘ BRI R N A S O :
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The impacts of transportation related to commuting of plant operating personnel would depend
on the population density and transportation infrastructure in the vicinity of the site, but are likely
to be negligible. Impacts related to the commuting of plant construction personnel would be
noticeable, temporary, but not destabilizing.

Overall, socioeconomic impacts resulting from construction and operation of natural gas
combined-cycle plants can be characterized as MODERATE.

» Aesthetics

The natural gas combined-cycle plants would alter the visual landscape character at each
location. The tallest structures would be the 46-m (150-it)-high auxiliary boiler and two heat
recovery steam generator stacks, as well as the 30-m (100-ft)-high steam turbine building
(TVA 2003). Some portion of these structures would likely be visible for 2 km (1 mi) or more.
Cooling tower plumes would also be visible. There would be more lighting visible across the
night landscape, and sky brightness would increase somewhat. Noise from the plant would be
detectable offsite.

If a new electric power transmission line is needed, the aesthetic impact could be significant.
The gas pipeline compressors also would be visible. Aesthetic impacts would be mitigated if
the plant were located in an industrial area adjacent to other power plants. Overall, the
aesthetic impacts associated with replacement natural gas combined-cycle plants are
categorized as MODERATE to LARGE, with site-specific factors determining the final
categorization.

« Historic and Archaeological Resources

Before construction at any site, studies would likely be needed to identify, evaluate, and
address mitigation of the potential impacts of new plant construction on cultural resources. The
studies would likely be needed for all areas of potential disturbance at the proposed plant site
and along associated corridors where new construction would occur (e.g., roads, transmission
lines, pipelines, or other rights-of-way). Impacts to cultural resources can be effectively
managed under current laws and regulations and kept SMALL.

« Environmental Justice
Environmental justice impacts would depend upon the sites chosen for the natural gas
combined-cycle power plants and the nearby population distribution. Construction activities -

would offer new employment possibilities, but could have negative impacts on the availability -
and cost of housing, which could disproportionately affect minority and low-income populations.

NUREG-1437, Supplement 21 8-40 June 2005




Alternatives

Impacts in Limestone County would be the same as those under the no-action alternative
assuming no construction of natural gas combined-cycle plants at the BFN site. Overall,
environmental justice impacts would likely be SMALL to MODERATE.

‘ ' St el -

8.2.3.2 Once-Through Cooling System - : -1 _

The environmental impacts of constructing and operating a natural gas combined-cycle
generating plant using a once-through cooling system are essentially the same as the impacts
for a plant using closed-cycle cooling with wet cooling towers. However, there are some oo
environmental differences between the closed- cycle and once-through cooling systems .
Table 8-7 summarizes the incremental differences.-: -
Table 8-7. Summary of Envrronmental Impacts of a Natural Gas Comblned Cycle Plant wrth

* Once-Through Cooling SR - :

Change in Impacts from

: , - Impact Category N L Closed-Cycle Cooling System _
Land Use S -~ - L& o Lessland required because cooling | towers and.

- 7 ) o ", assocrated infrastructure are not needed. . -
Ecology R Doy lmpacts would depend on ecology at the sxte No

_— |mpacts to terrestrial ecology from cooling tower )
s drift. ‘Increased water withdrawal wnth possrble T
greater impacts to aquatrc ecology '

Sorface Water Use and Quality . h No discharge of coolmg tower blowdown
' ’ o lncreased water withdrawal and more thermal
Ioad on receiving body of water. : '

No change

Groundwater Use and Qualrty

AirQualty S o No ‘change

Waste . @ . - : - e :;: G No change

Human Health No change ‘

Socioeconomics No change

AeSthetics ’ 1o -l Less aesthetic impact because cooling towers
o e iwould not be used. :

Hrstonc and Archaeologlcal Resources @ --:7'5" %.Less land impacted.

. R SR R -
Environmental Justice ~ - - 77 ="""Nochange

June 2005 :8-41 NUREG-1437, Supplement 21



Alternatives

8.2.4 Nuclear Power Generation

The TVA ER considers the feasibility of constructing and operating two Advanced Boiling Water-

Reactors (ABWRs) at the unfinished Bellefonte nuclear plant site (TVA 2003). The ABWR
design is a light-water reactor that has been certified by the NRC (10 CFR Part 52,
Appendix A).

Although construction of the original Bellefonte nuclear units has been halted, TVA still retains
construction permits issued by NRC. Construction access routes are completed at the site, and
basic support functions (electric power, potable water, sanitary waste disposal, office buildings,
parking lots, railways, and barge unloading facility) are in place to support resumption of
construction. Almost all the basic site preparation work, such as grading, has been completed,
including where the ABWR units would be constructed (TVA 2003). DOE is cooperating with an
industry team led by TVA to conduct a detailed study of the potential construction of a two-unit
ABWR nuclear plant at the Bellefonte site (DOE 2004a).

Construction of two ABWR units at the Bellefonte site would likely make use of the existing site
intake water pumping station, natural draft cooling towers, discharge water diffusers, and
electrical transmission lines and switchyards, each with varying degrees of modification

(TVA 2003). Some existing service facilities such as fire protection, temporary construction
power, auxiliary boilers, office buildings and parking lots, environmental monitoring, outside
lighting, diesel fuel storage tanks, telecommunications, and potable water and sanitary waste
supply lines would be used wherever possible. Almost none of the existing unfinished nuclear
units and their contiguous support systems would be used (TVA 2003). To supplement the
existing natural draft cooling towers, two additional mechanical draft cooling towers might be
built on land immediately adjacent to and just south of the existing cooling towers, between the
existing cooling towers and the proposed ABWR plant (TVA 2003). A 3.6-ha (9-ac) cooling
spray pond might also be constructed south of the ABWR plant to serve as the emergency core
cooling ultimate heat sink for the two units. All this land has previously been cleared for other
uses (TVA 2003).

The base or lowest expected power output is 1336 MW (e) per unit during summer, which would
likely increase to 1380 MW(e) during winter months as the condenser inlet temperature (and
consequently the condenser backpressure) was reduced (TVA 2003). Although some uprating
of the ABWR units might be possible, an additional ABWR unit, probably constructed at another
site, would likely be needed to fully replace the uprated 3840-MW(e) capacity of BFN.

NRC has summarized environmental data associated with the uranium fuel cycle in Table S-3

of 10 CFR 51.51. The impacts shown in Table S-3 are representative of the impacts that would
be associated with a replacement nuclear power plant. The impacts shown in Table S-3 are for
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a 1000-MW(e) reactor and would need to be adjusted to reflect replacement of the uprated
3840-MW(e) capacity of BFN. The environmental |mpacts associated with transporting fuel and
waste to and from a light-water cooled nuclear power reactor are summarized in Table S-4 of "~
10 CFR 51.52. The summary of NRC'’s findings on NEPA issues for license renewal of nuclear
power plants in Table B-1 of 10 CFR Part 51 Subpart A, Appendix B, is also relevant, although
not directly applicable, for consideration of envuronmental impacts associated with the operation
of a replacement nuclear power plant Additional environmental impact information fora
replacement nuclear power plant using closed- cycle cooling is presented in Sectlon 8.2. 4 1 and
using once-through cooling in Sectlon 8.2. 4 2 ‘ ~ :

8.24.1 Closed Cycle Coolmg System '.Y. g

-

The overall impacts assoc:ated w:th the construcuon ‘and operatlon of two ABWR generating
units at the Bellefonte site are dlscussed in the followmg sections. . The impacts are
summarized in Table 8-8. -Additional lmpacts would occur, probably at another site, to fully
replace the 3840- MW(e) capacity at BFN. The lmpact categonzatlons for Table 8-8 are based
on 3840 MW(e) of new ABWR generating capacnty

' Table 8-8. Summary of Envnronmental Impacts of New ABWR Units Usmg Closed-

Cycle Coohng e
Impact
Category Impact Comment - .
Land Use SMALL to Most of the construction would take place on already disturbed areas of the
- LARGE . Bellefonte site.- Construction of an ABWR at another site would require
approximately 200 ha (500 ac) for the plant and possibly additional land if a new
transmission line and/or rail spur were needed Addmonal Iand-use |mpacts
might occur for uranium mining.
Ecology ’ SMALL to Impacts at the Bellefonte site would be SMALL to MODERATE Impacts at .
: LARGE - another site could be LARGE and would depend on location and ecology of the .
site, surface water body used for intake and discharge, and electric power "
transmission line route; potential habitat loss and fragmentation; reduced -
productivity and biologlcal diversity; and lmpacts to terrestrial ecology from
o - cooling tower drift. . .
Water Use and . SMALL to Impacts would depend on(l_ne volume of water wnhdrawn and d:scharged the
Quahty ~~ MODERATE constituents'in ‘the dxscharge water, and the characteristics of the surface water '
- body. Dlscharges at the Bellefonte site would be regulated by the State of _
- - Alabama. - . - ' .
Air Quality ... SMALL Air emissions from ABWR plants sized to fully replace BFN capacnty would be
approximately:

Sulfur oxides — 12.7 MT/yr (14 tons/yr)
Nitrogen oxides — 12.7 MT/yr (14 tons/yr)
PM,, - 0.62 MT/yr (O 68 tons/yr)

- Carbon monox1de 3 4 MT fyr (3.7 tonstyr) .
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Table 8-8. (contd)

Impact
Category Impact Comment
Approximately 4350 MT/yr (4800 tons/yr) of unregulated carbon dioxide would
be discharged.
Waste SMALL Radioactive waste generated at an ABWR would be less than a conventional

boiling water reactor (BWR). Debris would be generated and removed during
the construction process.

Human Health SMALL Impacts are uncertain, but considered SMALL in the absence of more
quantitative data. ABWR units are expected to have a lower human health
impact than existing BWR units.

Socioeconomics MODERATE Peak construction employment at the Bellefonte site would be approximately
to LARGE 3100 workers. The operating workforce would be approximately 900.
. Limestone County could experience loss of BFN tax base and employment.
Impacts at an alternate rural site could be LARGE.

Aesthetics MODERATE At the Bellefonte site, a new off-gas stack would be needed. Cooling tower

to LARGE ° plumes would be visible for 16 km (10 mi) or more. At an alternative site, a new

transmission line might be needed, which could have a LARGE impact.

Historic and SMALL The Bellefonte site has had previous surveys for historic and archeological
Archeological resources. Any potential impacts could likely be effectively managed.
Resources
Environmental SMALL to Impacts would vary depending on population distribution and makeup water at
Justice MODERATE the site. Impacts in Limestone County would be the same as those under the

no-action altemative.

 Land Use

Twin ABWR units would be constructed adjacent to and directly south of the existing cooling
towers (TVA 2003). A construction laydown space is planned for the area bordered by the
existing cooling towers, the existing 500-kV transmission line, and the ABWR plant. Almost all
the ABWR construction activities would take place on land that has already been disturbed for
the original Bellefonte construction. There are no buried structures that cannot be removed or
transferred (TVA 2003).

Including wind effect, the maximum flood level of the Bellefonte site is 191.3 m (627.7 ft) above
mean sea level, which is higher than the 189-m (620-ft) average grade for the planned
construction area. Keeping the finished grade above the maximum flood level would require
adding about 3 m (10 ft) of fill soil to the construction area, increasing its elevation to 192 m
(630 ft) (TVA 2003). The grading soil would most likely be taken from hills to the east or
southwest of the construction area.

Compared to a fossil-fueled power plant, which would involve either long fuel pipelines or large

fuel and combustion product storage areas, the impacts on land use and soils would be minimal
for completing a relatively compact nuclear plant on the previously disturbed Bellefonte site.
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Land-use impacts would likely be SMALL at the Bellefonte site, and MODERATE to LARGE if
an additional site were needed to fully replace the power generated by BFN. At another site,
approximately 200 ha (500 ac) would be needed for the plant and possibly additional land
needed for construction of a transmission llne and/or rail spur. Additional land- -use 1mpacts
might occur for uranium mining. ERTIT

. Ecology

At the Bellefonte site there are no Federally or State-listed threatened or endangered plant
species (TVA 2003). There are no caves at-the site that support the Federally endangered
Indiana and gray bats, but they are known to forage along the Guntersvnlle Lake shoreline.
However, the immediate area near the site has an extensive network of snmllar wooded ,
shoreline and shallow lagoon habitats. : :

The mtake channel at the sne has not been malntalned and would reqwre dredglng, both
initially and periodically throughout the life of the plant Surveys have found no toxic sednments
and a low average density of mussels in the area It is expected that the dredge matenal would
be disposed on land (TVA 2003). Because water intake demand would be small compared to '
the total water mass flowing past the Bellefonte site, there is little potentlal for significant
entrainment/impingement impacts.- The existing water intake structure at the site would be
used; this intake system entrains water through a 7.6-m (25- ft)-wude trench connected to the.
original river channel and is designed such that 85 percent of the intake demand would be
withdrawn from the river channel and 15 percent from the more productuve upstream overbank’
habitat. The greatest impacts of entrainment and impingement would result from water
withdrawn from the upstream productive overbank although losses to the Iake fish commumty
should be minimal because of the large amounts of similar habitat near the plant and in other
areas of the lake (TVA 2003). There could be impacts to terrestrial ecology from coohng tower .
drift. . iy , L .

Overall, siting of two ABWR units at the Bellefonte srte would have a SMALL to MODERATE ’
ecological impact. . R T S ST S -

1 b Sk P VO S - - R
At an alternate site, there would be construction impacts and new incremental operational
impacts. Even assuming siting at a previously disturbed area, the impacts would alter the
ecology. . Impacts could include wildlife habitat Ioss reduced productlwty, habltat fragmentatlon
and a local reduction in biological diversity. Use of coohng water from a nearby surface water
body could have adverse aquatic resource lmpacts If needed, construction and maintenance
of the transmission line would have ecologlcal impacts. Overall, the ecological impacts at an
alternate site would be MODERATE to LARGE. : :
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« Water Use and Quality

Raw water for construction and operation would be obtained from the Tennessee River. The
quantities needed would be unlikely to have a significant effect on the river. Both existing -
closed-cycle natural draft cooling towers on the Bellefonte site would likely be used. The
existing intake channel at the site has not been periodically maintained and might require some
dredging (TVA 20083).

No significant construction-related impacts to surface water resources would be expected as a
result of the project. The majority of the power plant and associated facilities would be
constructed on land that has been previously altered because of construction activities related
to the uncompleted Bellefonte nuclear plant. Construction of new facilities and overall site
reclamation activities would affect surface hydrology, but extensive site excavation, filling, or
grading would not be needed. The primary surface water impact during construction would be
soil erosion, which could be kept low by the use of best management practices. To minimize
the impacts of storm water flow during construction, a storm water retention pond would be
designed to retain storm water from the 25-year, 24-hour rainfall event, in compliance with
regulatory requirements (TVA 2003).

The surface water resources within the areas of the proposed development at the Bellefonte
site are currently monitored under an NPDES permit issued by the Alabama Department of
Environmental Management.

Potable water is supplied to the Bellefonte site by the City of Hollywood, which receives its
water from the City of Scottsboro. The Bellefonte site is connected to the Hollywood municipal
sewage system treatment plant located adjacent to the south side of the site.” The sewage
treatment plant serves the Bellefonte site and residential customers in the area, but currently it
does not have sufficient capacity to handle the increased demand of a large construction force
and would have to be enlarged (TVA 2003).

It is expected that water impacts at the Bellefonte site would be sufficiently minor that they
would not noticeably alter any important attribute of the resource.

For alternate sites, the impact on the surface water would depend on the discharge volume and
the characteristics of the receiving body of water. Intake from and discharge to any surface
body of water would be regulated by the State or by EPA.

A nuclear power plant sited at an alternate site may use groundwater. Groundwater withdrawal
at an alternate site would likely require a permit.
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Overall water-use and quality lmpacts are est|mated to be SMALL to MODERATE.

S DU

« “Air Quality

Fa NI T

Annual emission rate estimates for operating ABWR units sized to fully replace the power
generated by BFN are shown in Table 8-8 (TVA 2003). The only combustion sources to
produce carbon dioxide are the small auxiliary heating boilers, emergency power generators -
(usually diesel-driven but sometimes combustion turbines), service vehicles, some portable -
self-powered devices such as pumps and generators, and some types of welding and heat
treatment gear (TVA 2003).

There would be fugitive emissions during the construction process. Exhaust emissions would
also come from vehicles and motorized equ1pment used dunng the construction process

Overall plant emrssuons and assocaated lmpacts are consudered SMALL

+ Waste
The waste impacts associated with operation of pressurized-water reactor (PWR) and boiling - . -
water reactor (BWR) nuclear power plants are set out in Table B-1 of. 10 CFR 51 Subpart A, -
Appendix B." Similar to conventional BWRs, 'during operation the ABWR produces spent resins-
from the condensate filters and demineralizers and dry active wastes from maintenance :-
operatlons typically gloves plastlc sheeting, mops, rags, wood, paper, metal, and plastlc
scraps.” Based on experience with LLW generated at both conventional and advanced BWRs in
Japan, TVA expects that the LLW generated at the ABWR units would be less than 15 percent _
of the LLW currently generated at BFN BWR units (TVA 2003).. The reasons for the reduction
in LLW for the ABWR include lower regeneration requirements for condensate demineralizers;
non-precoat, hollow-fiber filters for the condensate filters; and less required maintenance and.
inspection overall. As an alternative means of disposal for solid and liquid LLW waste, TVA ., -
would explore the feasibility of shipping it to offsite contractors for processing (incineration, . -
compaction, etc.) prior to permanent disposal at a licensed facility, S|mllar to what is currently
done for radioactive wastes generated at BFN (TVA' 2003) ‘ R

In addition to the impacts shown in Table B-1, construction-related debris would be generated
during construction activities, which would be disposed in landfills. During construction, some .
modifications to the existing cooling towers at the Bellefonte site might be necessary to
increase their cooling capacuty (TVA 2003). - Madifications could include replacing the present
asbestos fill. In this case, proper disposal of the asbestos fill in‘an offsite permitted landfill
would be required. Muich of the waste generated during construction would be typical
construction/ demolition waste (e.g., broken-concrete, rock, asphalt, scrap lumber and metal,
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etc.) generated by the madification/removal of existing buildings such as old warehouses and
the building of the new plant. There is enough space available on the Bellefonte site for a
landfill to receive construction/demolition waste, but it may prove more economical to use any
of several existing landfills within 80 km (50 mi) of Bellefonte that have adequate storage
capacity and life expectancy (TVA 2003).

Waste impacts associated with construction of ABWR units at another site are unlikely to
exceed those associated with construction at the Bellefonte site. Overall, waste impacts are
considered SMALL.

« Human Health

Human health impacts for operating PWR and BWR nuclear power plants are set out in
10 CFR 51 Subpart A, Appendix B, Table B-1.

The total worker radiation exposure for an operating two-unit ABWR is projected to be about
0.62 man-Sieverts/yr, based on experience from the first 5 years of commercial operation for
two comparable ABWR units in Japan and adjusted to projected steady-state conditions

(TVA 2003). For three ABWR units to fully replace BFN capacity, total worker radiation
exposure would be about 0.93 man-Sieverts/yr. For comparison, the median U.S. annual
exposure for (two-unit) BWRs is 2.88 man-Sieverts/yr (TVA 2003). The reasons for the
reduced occupational exposure include less piping, particularly in containment, and therefore
less in-service inspection; larger maneuvering space for maintenance work inside containment;
improved design requiring less maintenance of reactor components such as control rod drives;
and shortened durations of refueling and maintenance outages due to expanded use of
automated systems and design improvements such as split-type control rod drive housings.
Approximately half of the radiation exposure is accumulated during outages. Experience with
the prototype ABWR plants in Japan has shown that radiation exposure during outages has
decreased steadily with time, reflecting lessons learned through operating experience (TVA
2003).

Overall, human health impacts for siting of new ABWR units at the Bellefonte site or at
alternative sites are considered SMALL.

+ Socioeconomics
Based on Japanese ABWR construction experience, TVA expects that the construction period
for two new ABWR units at the Bellefonte site would be 34 months (TVA 2003). This

abbreviated schedule reflects a high degree of modularization, requiring the use of large
cranes; expansion of the work scope, which can proceed in parallel; and a number of
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improvements in field productivity through innovations such as increased use of automatic
welding machines. Peak employment diring construction of the two units is estimated to be-
3115 workers, of which 2885 workers would be craft workers and craft work supervisors

(TVA 2003). Approximately 230 workers would be construction and pre-operational turnover
engineers and technical advisors supplied by an architectural/engineering company with ABWR
construction experience. TVA estimates that approximately one-third of the crafts workers -
would move into the local area, with the rest commuting from longer distances. TVA expects
that less than half of those moving into the local area would buy or rent houses.- Of those - - .
workers who do move to the area, TVA‘estimates that more than two-thirds would bring their - .
families. - TVA expects that few, if any, of the architectural/engineering personnel would buy . ..
houses in the local area (TVA 2003). TVA estimates that approximately 720 new students -
would attend the Scottsboro and Jackson county schools temporanly during the construction
penod (TVA 2003) : o - : :

The total prolected employment during operatlon for the two-unit ABWR plant is 906 workers
(TVA 2003). For comparison, there are currently 1297 workers at BFN Units 2 and 3 :
(TVA 2003). TVA projects that the total population impact on Jackson County attributable to
the new ABWR units would be approximately 1200 to 1400 workers. The total annual
employment generated in Jackson County is estimated by TVA to be approximately - ..

1600 workers, and the total annual income generated to be more than $78 million (TVA 2003)
The impacts from plant operation on housing, schools, and services such as fire protection
would be less than those of peak construction and should therefore, be accommodated without
dlfflculty . Doy :

The new ABWR units would likely provide an increase in the in-lieu-of—tax’ payments r’eqéiv.ed' by
Jackson County or any other county where new units are constructed by TVA. In-lieu-of-tax.
payments in'Limestone County would likely decrease if the BFN OLs are not renewed.

Employment in Limestone County would decrease if the BFN OLs are not renewed.

Construction of new ABWR units at a site other than Bellefonte would relocate some
socioeconomic impacts, but would not eliminate them. Assuming the new units were not built at
the BFN site, the communities around the BFN site would experience the impact of operational
job loss and the loss of tax base. The communities around the new site would have to absorb
the impacts of a large, temporary workforce and a permanent operating workforce

In the GEIS, the staff noted that socioeconomic impacts at a rural site would be larger

than at an urban site because more of the peak construction workforce would need to move to. .
the area to work (NRC 1996). Alternate sites would need to be analyzed on a case-by-case '
basis. Socioeconomic impacts at a rural site could be LARGE. Transportation-related impacts
associated with commuting construction workers at an alternate site are site dependent.
Transportation impacts related to commuting of plant operating personnel would also be site-
dependent.
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Overall, the socioeconomic impacts associated with constructing and operating new ABWR
units sized to replace BFN capacity are considered MODERATE to LARGE.

» Aesthetics

The Bellefonte site is seen most frequently by passing motorists from various points along

U.S. Highway 72. The on-ground plant facilities such as roads, parking lots, and office
buildings are screened for the most part by low rolling terrain in the foreground. The Bellefonte
site is buffered from the main Tennessee River channel by a wooded ridgeline, which rises
approximately 60 m (200 ft) above the lake surface. Distant views of the 145-m (477-ft)-high
cooling towers and the reactor domes can be seen in excess of 8 km (5 mi) away. The only
new ABWR construction that would rise to a height comparable to the existing cooling towers -
would be an off-gas stack, which would have no associated visible plume (TVA 2003). Vapor.
fog from the cooling towers could be visible from distances of 16 km (10 mi) or more. There is
an existing 39.9-km (24.8-mi) 500-kV transmission line to the Bellefonte site that is not
energized (TVA 2003).

Noise from operation of a replacement nuclear power plant would potentially be audible offsite
in calm wind conditions or when the wind was blowing in the direction of the listener. Mitigation
measures, such as reduced or no use of outside loudspeakers, could be employed to reduce
noise level.

At an alternate site, there would be an aesthetic impact from the buildings. There would also be
a significant aesthetic impact if a new transmission line were needed. Noise and light from the
plant would be detectable offsite. The impact of noise and light would be mitigated if the plant
was located in an industrial area adjacent to other power plants. Overall, the aesthetic impacts:
associated with locating new ABWR units at Bellefonte or at an alternative site can be
categorized as MODERATE to LARGE.

« Historic and Archaeological Resources

A 1972 archaeological survey of the Bellefonte site identified five historic sites, none of which
are within proposed construction zones (TVA 2003). The original Town of Bellefonte was
located just offsite and determined in 1974 to be eligible for placement on the National Register
of Historic Places. Prior to the initiation of construction of the uncompleted Bellefonte nuclear
plant, the Alabama State Historic Preservation Office determined that no mitigation would be
required. Since that time all structures have been removed by landowners (TVA 2003).

Before construction at an alternative site, studies would likely be needed to identify, evaluate,
and address mitigation of the potential impacts of new plant construction on cultural resources.
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The studies would likely be needed for all areas of potential disturbance at the proposed plant
site and along associated rights-of-way where ‘new construction would occur (e.g., roads,
transmission’ lines; rail lines, or other nghts-of-way) Historic and archaeological resoufce
impacts can generally be effectively managed and would likely be SMALL at either the
Bellefonte or an alternatnve site. SRRRL s

<t

. Envuronmental Justice

Environmental justice impacts would depend upon the population dlstnbutlon around the R
Bellefonte site or other alternate sites. Construction activities would offer new employment
possibilities, but could have negative impacts on the availability and cost of housing, which
could disproportionately affect minority and low-income populations. Impacts in Limestone
County would be the same as those under the no-action alternative. Overall, environmental
justice |mpacts would ||ke|y be SMALL to MODERATE L S
8.2.4. 2 Once—Through Coollng System e I N . . o a

The envnronmental lmpacts of constructxng and operatmg new ABWR umts usmg once-throughl
cooling are essentially the same as the impacts for a plant using closed cycle-cooling with wet
cooling towers. However, there are some environmental differences between the closed- cycle ,
and once-through cooling systems. Table 8-9 summarizes the incremental d|fferences :

" Table 8-9. Summary of Environmental Impacts of a New Nuclear Plant with Once- .
" Through Cooling x -

Change in Impacts from

- ‘Impact Category © o owias . Closed-Cycle Cooling System . _. ..
LandUse  *~ -+ -- e '-e‘;-'.-“uf 1.7 Less land required because cooling towers and:
: ' Lo ., 'associated infrastructure are not needed.
Ecology ’ S ?; . Impacts would depend on ecology at the snte No
Sl 2 ~ 2l iimpacts to terrestrial ecology from cooling tower -

" ast (o 1o drift.-Increased water. wnthdrawal with possmle ‘ f:
..... greater impact to aquatlc ecology

Surface Water Use and Quality .+ = i1, . Nodischarge of cooling tower blowdown. -
Increased water withdrawal and more thermal
load on receiving body of water.

Groundwater Use and Quality No change

Air Quality No change

Waste 4 No change e — L .
HumanHealth "° =~ ¢ @i = Nochange' |
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Table 8-9. (contd)

Change in Impacts from

Impact Category Closed-Cycle Cooling System
Socioeconomics No change .
Aesthetics Less aesthetic impact because cooling towers

would not be used.
Historic and Archaeological Resources Less land impacted.
Environmental Justice ‘ No change

8.2.5 Purchased Electrical Power

If available, purchased power from other sources could obviate the need to renew the BFN
OLs. TVA currently purchases electric power from other generators (TVA 2003). However,
some power purchase activities implemented by TVA have not performed as intended in
delivering reliable power to TVA customers. TVA has issued several requests for proposals
in recent years with the goal of obtaining additional peaking and baseload power (TVA 2003).
Some of the responses have either not met stated conditions and requirements, or the entities
submitting the proposals could not deliver power by the needed dates. Consequently, the
projected power hoped for from the requests for proposals has not fully materialized

(TVA 2003).

Current regional reserve margins® in the TVA service area are estimated to be approximately

30 percent; however, projections suggest that this surplus will be exhausted before the current
BFN OLs expire (TVA 2003).

If power to replace the capacity of BFN were to be purchased from sources within the United
States or from a foreign country, the generating technology likely would be one of those
described in this SEIS and in the GEIS (probably coal, natural gas, or nuclear). The
descriptions of the environmental impacts of other technologies in Chapter 8 of the GEIS and in
Chapter 8 of this SEIS are representative of the environmental impacts associated with the
purchased electrical power alternative to renewal of the BFN OLs. Under the purchased power
alternative, the environmental impacts of imported power would still occur, but would be located
elsewhere within the region, the United States, or another country.

(a) Reserve margin is the amount of unused available capability of an electric power system (at peak
load) as a percentage of total capability.
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8.2.6 Other Alternatlves
Other generation technologres are dlscussed in the followrng subsections.

8.2.6.1 Oil- Flred Generatlon - BRI ISR Y e

T PIL V
e

~ -,

EIA projects that orl-frred plants will account for no new generatlon capacity in the Unrted States
through the year 2025, except for limited industrial combined heat and power applications,
because of higher fuel costs and lower efficiencies (DOE/EIA 2004). :Oil-fired operation is more
expensive than nuclear or coal-fired operation. In addition, future increases in oil prices are
expected to make oil-fired generation increasingly more expensive than coal-fired generatlon
The high cost of oil has resulted in a decline'in its use for electricity generation. In - - . -
Section 8.3.11 of the GEIS, the staff estimated that construction of a 1000-MW(e) oil-fired plant
would require about 49 ha (120 ac) (NRC 1996). Operation of oil-fired plants would have - -
environmental impacts (including impacts on the aquatlc environment and air) that would be N
srmllar to those from a coal-flred plant E I :

[ S
NI .

8.2.6.2 Wind Power ]

Most of Alabama, Mississippi, and western Tennessee are in a wind power Class 1.region .. .. ~
(average wind speeds less than 5.6 m/s) (DOE 2004b). Class 1 has the lowest potential for
wind energy generation (DOE 2004b). Alabama does not have sufficient wind resources to use
Iarge-scale wind turbines (DOE 2004c) e % Tl

Aside from the coastal areas and exposed mountalns and ridges of the Appalachlan Mountarns
there is little wind energy potential in the East Central region of the United States for current
wind turbine applications (Elliott et al. 1987). Moreover, wind turbines typically operate at a 25-
to 35 percent capacity factor compared to 90 to 85 percent for a baseload plant

(NWPPC 2000) B U S

Therefore the staff concludes that locatrng a wrnd -energy facnlrty on or near BFN or offshore as
a replacement for BFN generating capacity would not be economlcally feasible glven the .
current state of wrnd energy generatlon technology S :

oo .
& '_‘- HYER TR

BT I N
R L Wy JaScaN

8.2.6. 3 Solar Power ST Lt ot

Solar technologles use the sun's energy to provrde heat and coollng, llght hot water and.
electricity for homes, businesses, and industry.:"Solar power technologies (both photovoltaic -
and thermal) cannot currently compete with conventional nuclear and fossil-fueled technologres

in grid-connected applications because of higher capital costs per kllowatt of capacrty Energy -
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storage requirements also limit the use of solar-energy systems as baseload electricity supply.
The average capacity factor of photovoltaic cells is about 25 percent (NRC 1996), and the
capacity factor for solar thermal systems is about 25 to 40 percent (NRC 1996).

There are substantial impacts to natural resources (wildlife habitat, land use, and aesthetic
impacts) from construction of solar-generating facilities. As stated in the GEIS, land
requirements are high — 142 km? (55 mi?) per 1000 MW(e) for photovoltaic (NRC 1996) and
approximately 57 km? (22 mi?®) per 1000 MW(e) for solar thermal systems (NRC 1996). Neither
type of solar electric system would fit at the BFN site, and both would have large environmental
impacts at an alternate site.

The BFN site receives approximately 4500 to 5000 Wh/m? per day that can be used for flat-

plate solar systems and 3500 to 4000 Wh/m? per day that can be used for solar concentrating .

systems. This is in comparison to areas in the southwestern United States that receive up to
7500 Wh/m? per day (DOE 2004d). For solar concentrating collectors, Alabama only has a
useful resource in the southeastern portion of the state. The solar resource in Alabama can be
used for water heating or photovoltaic systems, but not large concentrating solar thermal utility
systems (DOE 2004d).

Because of the natural resource impacts (land and ecological), the area’s relatively low rate of
solar radiation, and high cost, solar power is not deemed a feasible baseload alternative to
renewal of the BFN OLs. Some onsite generated solar power (e.g., from rooftop photovoltaic
applications) may substitute for electric power from the grid. Implementation of solar
generation on a scale large enough to replace BFN would likely result in LARGE environmental
impacts.

8.2.6.4 Hydropower

Alabama has an estimated 363 MW™ of developable hydroelectric resources (INEEL 1998).
Tennessee has an estimated 138 MW of developable hydroelectric resources (INEEL 1997).
This total amount is significantly less than needed to replace the 3840-MW/((e) uprated capacity
of BFN. As stated in Section 8.3.4 of the GEIS, hydropower’s percentage of U.S. generating
capacity is expected to decline because hydroelectric facilities have become difficult to site as a
result of public concern about flooding, destruction of natural habitat, and alteration of natural
river courses. In the GEIS, the staff estimated that land requirements for hydroelectric power
are approximately 400,000 ha (1 million ac) per 1000 MW(e) (NRC 1996). Because of the
relatively low amount of undeveloped hydropower resource in Alabama and Tennessee and the
large land-use and related environmental and ecological resource impacts associated with

(a) One megawatt (MW) represents one million watts of electricity.
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siting hydroelectric facilities large enough to replace BFN, the staff concludes that local .

hydropower is not a feasible alternative to renewal of the BFN OLs. Any attempts to site ‘
hydroelectrlc facnlrttes large enough to replace the BFN would result in LARGE envrronmental
|mpacts S : DT

8 2 6. 5 Geothermal Energy e

Geothermal energy technologles have an average capacrty factor of 90 percent and can be T
used for baseload power where available. However, geothermal technology is not widely used
for baseload generation due to the limited geographical availability of the resourceand . - - .~
immature status'of the technology (NRC 1996). As illustrated by Figure 8.4 in the GEIS, .
geothermal plants are most likely to be sited in the western continental United States, Alaska,
and Hawaii, where hydrothermal reservoirs are prevalent. Alabama has low-to-moderate
geothermal resources that can be tapped for direct heat or for geothermal heat pumps. o
However, electrical generation is not possible with these resources (DOE 2004e). : There is no -
practical eastern location for geothermal capacity to serve as an alternative to BFN. - The staff
concludes that geothermal energy is not a feasible alternatlve to renewal of the BFN OLs.

B

. St
e ,:./~~.

8.2.6.6 WoodWaste ) : - P

A wood-burning facility can provide baseload power and operate with an average annual - --
capacity factor of around 70 to 80 percent and with 20 to 25 percent efficiency (NRC 1996).

The fuels required are variable and site-specific. A significant barrier to the use of wood waste -
to generate electricity is the high delivered-fuel cost and high construction cost per MW of -
generating capacity.” The larger wood-waste power plants are only.40 to 50 MW(e) in size.
Estimates in the GEIS suggest that the overall level of construction impact per MW of installed
capacity should be approximately the same as that for a coal-fired plant, although facilities --.. -
using wood waste for fue! would be built at smaller scales (NRC 1996). - Like coal-fired plants
wood-waste plants require large areas tor fuel storage and processing and involve the same -
type of combustron equrpment BRI S COr I :
Because of uncertainties assomated with obtalntng sufflment wood and wood waste to fuel a
baseload generating facility, ecological impacts of large-scale timber cutting (e.g., soil erosion
and loss of wildlife habitat), and low efficiency, the staff determined that wood wasteisnota - -
feasnble alternattve to renewmg the BFN OLs

oy AERETIN

8. 2 6 7 Mumcrpal Solid Waste

1 “in i}"; ~1

Mumcnpal waste combustors mcrnerate the waste and use the resultant heat to generate steam,
hot water, or electricity. The combustion process can reduce the volume of waste by up to
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90 percent and the weight of the waste by up to 75 percent (EPA 2004). Municipal waste
combustors use three basic types of technologies: mass burn, modular, and refuse-derived
fuel (DOE/EIA 2001). Mass burning technologies are most commonly used in the United
States. This group of technologies process raw municipal solid waste “as is,” with little or no .-
sizing, shredding, or separation before combustion. The initial capital costs for municipal solid-

waste plants are greater than for comparable steam-turbine technology at wood-waste facilities.

This is caused by the need for specialized waste-separation/handling equipment for municipal
solid waste (NRC 1996).

Growth in the municipal waste combustion industry slowed dramatically during the 1990s after
rapid growth during the 1980s.. The slower growth was due to three primary factors: (1) the
Tax Reform Act of 1986, which made capital-intensive projects such as municipal waste
combustion facilities more expensive relative to less capital-intensive waste disposal alternative
such as landfills; (2) the 1994 Supreme Court decision (C&A Carbone, Inc. v. Town of
Clarkstown, 511 U.S. 383(1994)), which struck down local flow control ordinances that required
waste to be delivered to specific municipal waste combustion facilities rather than landfills that
may have had lower fees; and (3) increasingly stringent environmental regulations that
increased the capital cost necessary to construct, operate, and maintain municipal waste
combustion facilities (DOE/EIA 2001).

Municipal solid waste combustors generate an ash residue that is buried in landfills. The ash
residue is composed of bottom ash and fly ash. Bottom ash refers to that portion of the
unburned waste that falls to the bottom of the grate or furnace. Fly ash represents the small
particles that rise from the furnace during the combustion process. Fly ash is generally
removed from flue gases using fabric filters and/or scrubbers (DOE/EIA 2001).

Currently there are approximately 89 waste-to-energy plants operating in the United States.

These plants generate approximately 2500 MW(e), or an average of approximately 28 MW(e).

per plant (Integrated Waste Services Association 2004). The staff concludes that generating
electricity from municipal solid waste would not be a feasible alternative to replace the uprated
3840-MW(e) baseload capacity of BFN and, consequently, would not be a feasible alternative
to renewal of the BFN OLs.

8.2.6.8 Other Biomass-Derived Fuels

In addition to wood and municipal solid waste fuels, there are several other concepts for fueling

electric generators, including burning crops, converting crops to a liquid fuel such as ethanol,
and gasifying crops (including wood waste). In the GEIS, the staff stated that none of these
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technologies has progressed to the point of being competitive on a large scale or of being .
reliable enough to replace a large baseload plant such as BFN (NRC 1996). For these - -
reasons, such fuels do not offer a feas1ble altematlve to renewal of the BFN OLs.

g T

8.2.6.9 Fuel Cells

Fuel cells work without combustion and its environmental side effects. - Power is produced = - - -
electrochemically by passing a hydrogen-rich fuel over an anode and air over a cathode.
Activated by a catalyst, hydrogen atoms separate into protons and electrons, which take = ;. . .
ditferent paths to the cathode. The electrons go through an external circuit, creating a flow of . -
electricity. The only by-products are heat, water, and carbon dioxide. Hydrogen fuel can come .
from a variety of hydrocarbon resources by subjecting them to steam under pressure.- Natural
gasis typrcally used as the source of hydrogen

Phosphoric acid fuel cells are generally consrdered flrst generatlon technology Higher -
temperature second-generation fuel cells achieve higher fuel-to-electricity conversions and
thermal efficiencies. The higher temperatures contribute to improved efficiencies and give the -
second-generation fuel cells the capablllty to generate ‘steam for cogeneratlon and combined-
cycle operatlons ’ - .

During the past three decades, srgnlflcant efforts have been made to develop more practlcal
and affordable fuel cell designs for stationary power applications, but progress has been slow_ -
(DOE 2004e). ‘Today,'the‘r'nost widely marketed fuel cells cost about $4500 per kW of installed -
capacity; by contrast, a diesel generator costs $800 to $1 500 per kilowatt, and a natural gas
turbine can be éven less (DOE 2004f) o

DOE has launched an initiative — the Solid State Energy Conversion Alhance - to bnng about
dramatic reductions in fuel cell costs. DOE's goal is to cut costs to as low as $400 per kW of
installed capacity by the end of this decade; Wthh would make fuel cells competmve for vurtually
every type of power appllcatlon (DOE 2004f) : -

The staff concludes that at the present tlme fuel cells are not economlcally or technologlcally
competitive with other alternatives for baseload electricity generation. Future gains in cost
competitiveness for fuels cells compared to other fuels are speculative. Fuel cells are,
consequently, currently not a feasnble alternatlve to renewal of the BFN Ols. - o

WolmiTan

82610 DelayedRetfrement CoUetdnnanel o S .»' R

It is conceptually possible that delayed retirement of other TVA generating units could replace
the power generated by BFN. At the present time, however, TVA has no plans for retiring any
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of its generating units. TVA is adding environmental controls and maintaining existing
generating units as necessary to keep them operational and in compliance with environmental
requirements. The staff therefore concluded that delayed retirement of other TVA generating -
units could not replace the power supplied by BFN Units 1, 2, and 3 and would not be a feasible
alternative to renewing the OLs for BFN Units 1, 2, and 3.

8.2.6.11 Utility-Sponsored Conservation

The utility-sponsored conservation alternative refers to a situation with the following three
conditions: (1) BFN ceases to operate, (2) no new generation is brought online to meet the lost
generation, and (3) the lost generation is instead replaced by more efficient use of electricity
brought about by DSM programs.

DSM programs consist of the planning, implementing, and monitoring activities of electric
utilities that are designed to encourage consumers to modify their level and pattern of electricity -
usage. DSM programs have been part of TVA's energy portfolio since the 1970s. They were
initiated in response to the rising cost of energy and the rising cost of building new electric
generating units that began in the mid 1970s. - By 1988, TVA DSM programs were credited with
saving more than 2.3 billion kilowatt-hours per year and cutting system demand by 1200 MW
(TVA 2003). Of these savings, 960 MW came from the residential sector after weatherization
measures were installed in 631,000 homes in the Tennessee Valley. DSM initiatives (such as
energy-right home electrical efficiency, direct load control, industrial customer products and
services, and firm buy-back agreements) continue to be implemented through TVA power
distributors with an estimated 154 MW of capacity added from 1995 through 1999, andan
additional 264 MW from 2000 to 2002 (TVA 2003). TVA's energy savings attributable to DSM -
are part of its long-range plan for meeting projected demand, and thus are not available offsets
for the generating capacity of BFN.

Current residential DSM programs offered by TVA include a new homes plan, a heat pump
plan, a water heater plan, and a new manufactured home plan. Current commercial DSM
programs offered by TVA include onsite operations support to aid the achievement of energy
savings, support to industrial power users to improve energy efficiency, and an initiative to
encourage use of groundwater heat pumps.

Although DSM programs are an important part of TVA’s energy portfolio, the staff condludéé

that additional DSM, by itself, would not be sulfficient to replace the uprated 3840-MW(e)
capacity of BFN and that it is not a reasonable substitute for renewing the OLs.
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8.2.7 Combination of Alternatives . =-: 7.8

Even though individual alternatives might not be sufficient on their own to replace the BFN
generating capacity because of the small size of the resource or lack of cost-effective
opportunities, it is concelvable that a combination of alternatives might be cost-effective.

BFN is projected to have an uprated capacnty of 3840 MW(e) There are many possible
comblnatlons of alternatives to replace this capacnty "Table 8- 10 contams a summary of the

-----

towers, 400 MW purchased from other generators, and 380 MW gained from additional DSM
measures. The impacts associated with the natural gas combined-cycle units are based on the
discussion in Section 8.2.3, adjusted for the reduced generating capacity. While the DSM
measures would have few environmental lmpacts -operation of the new natural gas combined-
cycle plants: would result in increased emtssuons and other environmental impacts. The -
environmental impacts associated with power purchased from other generators would still
occur, but would be located elsewhere within the reg|on as discussed in Section 8.2.4. The
environmental impacts associated with purchased power are not shown in Table 8-10. The
staff concludes that it is very unhkely that the enV|ronmenta| impacts of any reasonable
combination of generating and conservation optnons could be reduced to the level of impacts
associated with renewal of the BFN OLs. = " ¥ "

Table 8-10. Summary of Environmental lmpacts of an Assumed Combination of Generation
and Acqu1smon Alternatives v -

Impact Category Impact Comment

LandUse - ° MODERATE to ‘Approxxma!e!y 80 ha (200 ac) for each 510-MW(e) plant. Additional
. ~ LARGE " site-specific impacts for natural gas pipeline, electric power

transmission lines, rail spurs, and cooling water intake and -
dlscharge pnpehnes

Ecology MODERATE Impacts depend on location and ecology of the site, surface water .
body used for intake and discharge, and electric power transmission
line and natural gas pipeline routes; potential habitat loss and

" fragmentation; reduced productivity and biological diversity; and -
i RS i . impacts to terrestrial ecology from cooling tower drift.

Water Use and Quality = SMALL o . i Impacts would depend on the volume of water withdrawn and
: .. MODERATE ,.Ndzscharged the constituents in the discharge water, and the
' ‘characteristics of the surface water body. Dlscharges would be
rejulated by the State or EPA. - -. . .
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